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2 .1. gn<;1 MtIH ^ \ M Igl O ^<r l ft i gH T q 

() 31^^ 3mi% ^ y-ww %M\ «n 1 ireiw Rh^ii m <ir s 1998 % 3ii^ wi 

1^ 3T#t ^ iTH Rb^ll *Wl «ir I 


2332 GI/2003 


(I) 
















^ . V __ ._ 

[SRin—^B Fg43 __ j SKfl W _ 

e[M SffgcT ^ 3f^ «TT I M5|icS> ^ WT Sldl<ilc1 ^ 

31^ ^ 1^ cfRiTto ^ncfraiW ^ gcHICTR? ^«lf^ ^ ^ st t :- 


iJTcTfTO ^ 


f^S?0T 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

ssR?.2ooo ^ ygc^ tom ^ ?Tsn 

4,93.450 

5.79,803 

6.50.000 

§M y?^ simsicT ^^fgsrs 


. 


yscRrantot^ s?^. imss to? srj 

6.94.899 

9.43,928 

12,01,119 

stoR (x^i?stoto #t yim ?pn ^ ai^m) 




ses5 (ntorcO 

41% 

63% 

85% 


2.7. ^ ^ i> TjgrT P^;?^ aiT^ ^ ^ 9(V) ^ ^iRcr f^ 

^ W t :- 

"9(v) 5RT ^RgcT mipm 3fk 3rw ^ m ^ flsr 

^ 1^ l^-aiTOf w t I 7i? H^c^H ^ araRr afr? ai^SH ^ 

uTra 3fr? ^ ^ fl>^ 3PT ^ ^ ^ aigqcracTT ^ ^fe*Rr 

^ W t I 3PR ^ ^ a«FIT# wfl«R ^ ^ WI 

^ cqst cns to w to t rfr toicf arrtor ^ sm cq«t cns ^ 

^ to tom ^ ^ toto to ^ mim t’\ 

2.8. OTtos tons st cTWT 5.79 HFsr sTcrpncT sTSfT tor tor |i? tor 

s>t «ff I 2002-03 i?s^Rtoto ijm \m sRsto srararw ?pm 12 ctri t i 

^ am an^ fto niciisrcf ^ ^ ^^his sff tor wtrtt t, to # s? tow to sn 
% ^ROT si^ t tons smniTcT m sto ^ tot ^ ^ ssnrprr i f^rto. 

afr? nftot ^ ^ ^ ’^TScn ss?n t i sf totos t ^ tor 

cfTss aft? arra ^ wrs 5.79 en^ s5t w s? ^ toito ton w t, xn^ ^ 12 cn^ 
^ 2002-03 ^ totoiss sn m «n, s? armito n\mm s? ansto ton unsi 

srto «n I 


2 . 9 . nrtom ^ torm .2003 ^ tjsijwstoM ^ eo to ^ ^ ’ft^ 

to ^ SIS n5t mtsn i to stsst n^sR srtor to ^ ^gsnn to sn tots ton- «n i am f^rto 
?Tsn ?ftsr ^ ^ to# irsr ir^ s#[ ton snsi ?fr 45 to ^ a;ft? to ^ sis ift^ 
n^ to to ’R ar^tos to snm to to toro gto ^ ton ton snr «n 1 tot s?n ssot 
^ nsr ^ ansR s? to to tom sto ^ to? ?nsi cpr4si#t nto ^ to>fs ton w «n i 


2 . 10 . ^Ks? f?i wto?R ^ ftos intoRR ^ ftoto 3 sp,2004 ^ ss mr 

to ^qtor ^ tor st» ^ aft? vjsvrwi r jto^ to to ?to?n ^ to? arssr irsr srtor 

^ #g 1 ams.2004 crp ^ ?tsii to 3!^[sffr #t s# to i 








[HFTin—7!SP%4] 


WRT ^ : sraWKUl 
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4^2. cT^5^. ^ ^ ^ 17 ^.2005 3i | jj)futci ^ ^ sJt 

3fk ^ ^ WT 17 ^.2005 ^ fcffecl f^| 

3Pr^ ferf^ ^ xpTTT^3n^#^f gNT ^ 7|T7 f ; 

0) ^ cTFTtT 3lk yfci'WEif ^f ^ ^ra^jcr trjc^ vinft ^ t i 

^Hk'>M3u4'rflcri sj>{| ?TuTR if WRT ^ ^ ^ 3jPif5«taaiNSlt ^ ^ ^fpftefT ^ 

■yM^4d ^ tl 

fui> W^jcrcTJ pfqa-l ^ xi^tlltlci ^ lit IJfte ^ ^ yc?n?IT 

^ ^ I 

(iii) R'jTI cR'ici 3iJM^C'(f ^ ^ Rqni if ^ Tfpf^ ^ ^ Hti i nxiH 

!,t|fti<j)'<«| TpJ f^ujq 'f^cpK f^>?7T f^ ch'^l'if ^ 

^ ^rwRt 3rf§f^rpiT vfiff ^ ^ B>RTF8R ^ ^ I <t>^H'< dPtHcl 

('{t)'<tl<£lk|cf) ^ HIHc^ if ^l<^(cfil ^ PlMCj'il iRTT sn | 

^ mp[^ i^^cblR^ qxH ^ Mt affqte ^ -m^ if ^ t 1 mm^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ t 3lk ^ 

^ Pi^kii^u 3ntt «it vinff t I ^ if ^ ^4 t^ T 4cn w ^ 

cfi^ ^ 3n^?2jg>ciT t I ^ ^Nsi if Tj^Ti^^Tant^^t ^nt iii!jc«t> ^ ^itor 

^ WRFT ^NT ^ ^ srilf^^plcr ^ ^ ^ ReifcT tR 11^ 

^ f^ ^ wt afR ^*?R?T 'H<<i>K ^ ^ 5|P1^ ^ 

Hpnti'i 5nf^<t>'<ui ^ Rejfct ^ ^ I 

(iv) yfXJ^TiM if tft^ cPj^d gNT clWT ^ 2006 ^ Vtm if a^lleiH q^n R i tl 

tl ^5^ 3lk ^iHiqiq if ept^ Cptnctl t HtiIcI’ 1 SH^ ^ t | IRR ^qjRJ 
(Mh 4141^) t ^ ^Ma<ri<i ^ ^ f^ f^Rqi ^ t 3fR ^ 2005 ^ tft^ 

f^tHltt ^ <lt 3ifrl*i ^ tor 'jfHT ^eqiRia t 1 'i^'f'cht^', ^ ^ ^f^ ^ Wito>I^ 
SJFjtocrf t, ^ dtod if 26% ^ ffTR^TW t I TRTRiant#^ 

’TRcT ^ ^ ^tor 3rra>to ^ *^>F^tT w ^r>f? t i ^RW3nt#^t 

^ ^ xRt^ ^^rnitof ^ 3n^ ^ 3f*to if vm^ ^ ^ 

'^PfRqa ^ to ^pT^?^T3nt#^f ci7t ai^tor ^ tt, iF^fterr ^ 11 

3rf!ttoT, ■cpfni>'i>(' ^ itor ^ sTPjf^ if w?jt 3to t, toi^ 3touoo4 
^ 3rg^,2004 ^ 3Rf?r ^ ^arr. tom ^tom ^tof -^ mtt 

f3rT I TrfcfwErt ^ iPTR ^ fto ^ tor ^jRTrarcT <t>Ri 3 fk toft 

^3to 3?torR ^ to vm'm m cprt 3Rto t i yrto??®! wpncr ^ 
c^^nt sfR ofFTcT cf8TT aTR ^ ^ toj gRT Jfg'WH ^ 

^TRiaft ^ ^ w^tof ifRT tomt ^ ^ ^mrr i 

(v) wm^T V[^ yrtoiT^ ^nt ^ ^ m: ^Tfwft 

alk ^RXRRfta^Tti^t ^?BT to ^ 3r^#r ^ to ^ ^ an^R to 

^ art^cpR '^srtt t i 

4.3.. ^R^ant^tot t ato ferto ar^to if toterr ^ to toto ^ irr 

^ ^ I m TRtj^ant^tot ^ tof^tof wr w sjt % ^tri ^ tot ^ artoit ^ 
to ’tt^Tctt ^ ?t WRT, cR TRTRTant#^ t to^to mtoitof ^ ■^rtor ^ 2000-01 

ant c^ fto ato togiM^lfto qif^<r> tof artto cp^ ^ wto tt sft aft^ ant fertor ar^to 
^rtor ^ to 21 to,2005 ?R) cpt wt tor sn 1 

^ 33 ^ <^Ijos 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


(Part III—Sec. 4] 


4.4. 

315^ ^ 


21 RT^.2005 ^ ^ ^ MsTT ^ ^ 3FTTT 

IT I Tq 3Tg#r m wim ^ W t :- 

^ R 4101 FT F?TWT Rlter^ ^ ^ 3N^ ^ T?jt ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t. ^ 3HI<Ii^«tJcb t I 


I TFFJ^ 3 T 4 #^t ^ ^TTFM ^ gi<r^ im (TTT^t^) ^ 3 R?rt^ TTfcPFRlf 

^ 'Mi*i"ii cpT^ ^ ^ t j xRTT T? 5 r?jc^ ^ ^err 3 j^ 3igte It i 

i 3 TR ♦leiMTH 5 fT%FT^ ^ RRT TT^ctF ^ ^ ^ arTJHTto 3IRJT^ |t eft 

I TFTwa#?^ TRje^ ^ ^ mm gft wmr 3jk ^ %\ 

3 HR TFFJ^I 3 TTf#^ ^ TRJe^F ^ ^FfteR ^ TTf^ ^ yTTcft t 3fk 
I 'dbie* ^TXT 3fk ferf^ IR SJH 3fk ^fT%TT ^ ^ 3fMR 
I ^ 1T^[^ ^ 3Tf^rg^ ^ ^ 3TT^ t^T% ^ f ^^ 

I ^>Tgg ^ ^ Tf 3lk JTJTRlf^ cfjpJ^ ^ f^^fdl ^ i\m \ 

I 

I WTxFT 1*^ yitem ^ g^ ^ M tui f^cb 3 fhf teR ^ 

^ WI^ 3 n^ qT% ^ ^ ilM 3 n^ ^ 3 Tg^ uTTcTT t | ^ 

ten? ^ g^ mt drf^ atsfgyf gHcii^ ^ ^ i 

I 

wm^T yif^Fp^ ^ ^ ^h%t ^ fey arr^ 

"^IfcTI t eft TTTR^ 5 n^#^t cf>t TTgiMin y^bch yitoyti]- ^ fey yy ^ 

^ fey angyto ^ tg y>y ^ ^ eo y 5 t anyyyynTT It i 

ii'iw ^ y^ey> feyrrl^^ iftf^ fey ^ | yfetfe^ y^ey> R s ^ ii P t ^t^i feyfe 

i ^ arfegj^ fey yy ^ l yrrRan^^^t ^ fetyy feyr sit fe 
r ^yR ^ ^ wry ^ yr^ ^ uTFft yifly | ^yfe arfefefd, ^ygyd ^gyyr^ ^ wry yyy^T3TT^#^t 

iiT fe y? H't^a 3FR ^ yjyy y^t aigyfe ^ yTT^ ^ I ^yrfey, yyy^ran^^ift^t 

tge^ y 5 t yRttsTT ^ fey ar^rfed ^gprr jRgy wr^ tg ?yT^ ferfe 4 3Ttfe,2005 ^ yw ot 
'5 cT^ ^ y5t srgyfe t\ -ni ^ i w ^ ^ feyr yyr sit fe w?t^ ^ ^ 
fsi sfr ^ fefeey wi #yr ^ iRgd feyr yyr sir, ^ fer^ ^ ^ 

? aryy ar^feer y? yrtery fe># arg^ yy aryy Tnsi % wnry It, ^ afe 
j ^ fey fewR WR ^cfjai t I 


31 yr^.200! 
T^ fe?Ilfe#1 
^ §Rla fe 
y^t 1 
20 aTtfe.20l 

ddtJlef ^Te 

^ fe 
bfcRT ^ryy 


6 j. I dSTife, yyyyran^^^t ^ ^ yifewRur yft ^ fey \ yyy^ ai i j>ri)jt ^ 

"ftwFT, ytey afe yraryTTf yyR^ry yft ^ffefer afe g yiifed ary^ feyfe 19 3T^fe.2005 ^ 
yy ^ y^ feyr sir fe yyfe y^ ^ >1^4^11 ^ yyy^an^^ ^ fey yyt^ viif^dd i y t aik vtb^ 


3Ty^ yRT ' 
^ arg^ 
feyr fe ^ 
^frsy> yRy? 
feyr SIT I 


^[cT 'bH'ii ^ y^ y^ferf^^ ^ fe^ yfe^^ wr^ ^ fey HM’ftw y^ feef^ 
yy I aifciRcKi, yyyyanf^^t ^ ary^ ferfe 20 31^,2005 ^ yy ^ ^gfed 
^ TTsyr yRy?y afe i\^J\^\i\ yyieiy ^ Tnsi yiy^r ^biyr It afe %By, 
3fe WF5iwf yyicTy ski ary^ fe^y ^ gydi ^ dwr yry^ yt arRsifey wr^ ^ arg^ 


6 . 2 . ^ ^ yifewR^ ^ feyfe 25 aT^,2005 yt ^ artFft ^ tt yk?y, yRy?y afe.^raiyTif 

yyieiy ^ y^ yt ^iTwtfeT feyfe 19 31^,2005 ^ yy ysir feyy?r yfe ^tyyyit yft gaffed 

y^ y^ sft 3fe 3 T? 2 m (yBTyyy y^ yif^twRy) y^ ^yytfey feyfe 20 aT^,2005 ^ yyyyay^^ 










^ tra W to to 3ik ^ to f^Rn wraith * 95t w: ^ ^ to 

xm l^Pi f to 3to^ t I asnft, ^ ^ ;g^ ^ ^ ^ Pp^ ^ ^ ^ 

iprxraan^ ^ aitotr to wra^r ato to afhr to>M ^ ’ira ^ ^ fei; anto to 

«TBT I 


6.3. 4^. V^TTf?T3n4#€t ^ slk ^tMH l 4 45ff^ 4^ 44 

xfrtoT to toi 21 toi,2005 ^ ir, ak ?if 7®ito gto 5# SRT xfto 'frexR ator 

wto aaraa tot stoa to ak wrw n^ jnltoa att asa ^ 3 to ^ 
toWTifto ^ sitt tow antocT to ^ ^ ^ ^ ato to sir 1 


7. 5^ aiftoa ^ tocra it fto^ 10 af^oos ait atgaa ^aai^ antora att to «fti 

ato«itot€t, totot afta ana ator toto ^ argaa ^ it anr to afla Itotora aito 

wj «T :- 

^g^4?Frcr fprf4^ 

(0 ’THmrH ^ ^ 2000 ^ 3n4^ 4 2^^ 4«mT ^ ^ 4 

^ ti 

00 FFf witr g4 ^ ?rte4 yiR ^ trm^ i wf 4 

3Tq4t ?itoff qq y^r^r h^imtih y^ yi^r^OT m t i 

^ ^ t I v^ y^c^ 4 f4)4t yf^y^fq 4 4l4^ i qgryxR 

yr^tep^ ^ f447r #? yre^l ^4 4yr ylrHif^ci ^4y yrflq i 

vnqigxciicr 4 f^ yrfq (vjj>»!^tj)^f)) 


0 ) 


^ t % q^Tyr^r y^ yi14^ ^ yjRoff 4 y^ y4 w; ^?p4?y ^ ^?fy>?TT 
t I 


(iO 

(iii) 


yy t 1% y^ccp %rtt 3Ty14 y?4 4t y4 y4 4t i 

^ RRqi+icp SKI 3(4fey 51^5^ y>t yy^t 4t i ?y 4w 
I y»^ ^ ^sny 44 t i y4^ yciy 4 \3y4 yyn y>^ y4 3r4?TT y>^ 4 ?4 

I ly ^ yry^H yift t i 

0v)| ?y y?^ ^ t ypR^ 4 y^ y4 ^y4)«Tr y>y4 ^ yyy^ anto t l 
5^4 y^ l /^i(jj 4yT ftry y4rflfy?H (ypRy) 

0) y?Ty^ y^cy? yrf^^^ ^ y4 2000 ^ an4?f 4 yt y4 y>t 4«mT ?pr ^53c43 y|f ti 

I y^ ?4 wynpy 1^e44 sfty ^ ^pry f4?iyR f4yn^t4yrf ^ onciW 4 4 ^ utht ^Jyri 

(ii) I ?y yyyyT3TT^4t4t 4 *44 y^ y>^ ^ 3r54^ %, crff4> ^ yyn 

I yy R^q'tt^q 3rf^ 4 aryiy 4 yBiyxiy y^ yrf^yjyty ^ ^ 3r^ cPTt4 

I y4 wm y^ey> ^ ^3^4yyyyyj f^jyf yy yr^ 1 

(jii) j y>t yT4)ay ^y4 yyy. H6 imth y^c<t? yrf^yj^i y4 y? 4t cyiy yifly 

I ^ ^T5Ty 4yr yyiy y>y4 ^ eolrtuf^y y^ f^yy yyyr yifly, yft 

I 4 4lv^q 4^^ ^ 4 syyiy unm ^ ^ i R4)Wy> ^ 1 

O'v) I ?y y?^ ^ f y^iyyy y^ yrt^y?^ ^ yycr: ^T4tey y4 yif^cryi yiyr t afk 
i y? yr^yy 4 yifr yTycy t 1 


f 
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(v) i ^ ^ ^ t I 

I uTO 1 

dlfi^litl Ucf v3£lVl 


^ TO 


3^!chcH 


(^) ^ ^ TO ^ ^ TTO?n t I 

(^) ^ SI^ R^ ii P l ^^ l 50% TOcIT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

^ ^ TO^ 4 #iT I 

^r ^3^^^ ^ ;HitTO3Tf ^ 

^ 31^ t ^ t 1 ^ ^ mm m #it f^ 

^ TOFT TO TO f^4T TOTT yrf%y I 


TO wiTO y^j^ yrte^ tot: ^fpta lifter! yr y?y yfi tocT i y^ yromy 
y^ yrl^rroy yrt to^ k^ i to yro/^^fei srryfe ^ yroy stto yro yylrosTi ^ 
3n?Tr^TO y^ yy^yr^ yif^ i trito y^ 'mhistt ^ sro^ yy TO^fy ?tyT 

^yrfty I 

^ yc^TO WcT 3Tte yryr ^ yy^ ^ ^gro t t ^ 

^ TO^itii^^yj ^'dTO cqiMK vjidd y^t stR^ y€t yTOT 3fR ^yrsti 

it ymr yff i 

Tf i d^y cTTTO yiyrsfr ^ ^ tot y^roT ciMia to yrror yr?^ f i y^ to to 

m ^ w\ % i TO^ y?5tt i^t w w 3TTO €tyy^ to y^ i 


yroTTO TRjTO yit^FFm y^ tot: ^5tt y^ ^rtert ^ yrfly i 
y% yy^TH^nt#^ g ynni^ yy4^ t i ^ ^ ^ ^nrsiRm yR 


(i) I TO yi^sTT y^ tyyr ^t tot yft tot yt t i y^, to^ y^ yyy^ y^ ti y 

I eft snyte 3fR y ^ yytymsft ^ yr^arr y^t to y^ t l 

(li) j TOcTOT g4 artyr^ ^ f^, y^rnyy y^ro yiter^ yft y^ ypte y# y^ yrfly i 

I 

^ii)! TTTOR araryT TrrRrte yiRryyfr ^ ^ tot; yr^an tot!^ Rf^myfr yft tot ^ 

I ^l 

(iv)| TO 3r*^t ^ ygeyr y^ f^irtt Tpitarr yy to^Rt y^ yr^ i y^ vjtyy^t^l 

; ^ #?T^ dfer ^ yrro ^ ^ yry R^ y^ y^ ^ i 

TOfty.^^r ^ ytyro^ ^ (anjyyyyy) 

$) ‘ yyyTf3TT^Tft€t ^ ygro ygy siRtyr t i ^yd> sryFrnfr TT^ftro y^ sny^yyyr f i 




'BP»g4] 
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8.1. ^ TORT. xj^T^f?r3n^#^t, ^ y41<wi ms^ ^ gj^ xr 

3R^ ^rl^ 3?^ ^l%eT I OT ^ feT%xr 3J^[W ^ Wm ^ to W t :- 


^grar-to 







^ ^ ^T<te wff 3rra^ ^ t :- 


0) wi-3T^^ ^ ^ to ^ erfcfto ^ imi?rff ^ ero 4 aRfKr^ Rtof 

^ Tj^Rr?T3rT^^?M ^ ^ ^to, toi^ tonM ^ ^ to^ ^ 

5,50.000 €to^ ci^ ^ «rr, ^ ^ gito ^ h^^h 

tor w t I 


(ii) 4^ ^ cZINR uTTRT ^ tofeTto efW WTRT to t : 

(^) gfr? ^ ^ ?ST% ^ wi ^ 12 ^ ^ «FT ^ alto an^-^ 

yrto^T wm I 

(^) toiler ar^tto utfr ^ 20 ^fraeR ^ ger^ ^ ^ > 3 ^K»d i m rrRr 

^ afl^flcR 24 ^ilcH I . 

(r) ^ amtoi/^^ w ^ >fM to, fvito ctto to 

afk toR tow toxi 1 


W 

( 5 ) 

\ / 


‘iRiel ^f. RTRT 3rtor?T tot ^ ar^ if ^ ^ ^ST^T wTRn 11 

^mR wm ^ to ^ ^PTR to I 

^ ?nto ^ wef arnr uto tor aft^ «ntor ^^nqR unm ^ to ^ tow. 


to^ ’TO 8% ^ tto tow ^ t I 

tot, ’TTW^ftot ^ ar?l?r ^ ^ 5?f^ 

tortoter 1 


Jii) eTFTcf ^ ^ ^ iRxwarrftot.^ ^ ^ to snto to tor 

t aft? vjRf^d afl? RNR md ^ to ^ toj^ ^ ^ ?nsT ^ to?cr t 1 tor 

ytonaff to ytor t, toterr y5t arry^^ror to t 1 


Ov) 

(v) 


(vi) 


y^TOSTTtot^t m tow y^;w? arto tott wtrft Tiito ^Ree to tott i y? 

TTTrf^nrnrT TKTSTT ji ^*-¥ ll«JII&U''JVr^<if^ ifV ^ct TF'S^^JS . I^'>«ti j| 11 imv * « 

^‘11^1. . ,t iKtx9 W ^-|\MN»I1^\II^| HM >1^CH^ MM MC?I 6 'JI’MMI nni'M ^1 t> \ 


toi^r to y 5 t yrro aft? to^. to ^ " 3 ^ tot ^ ?to czjtw wTO 
TO tow? tor w t ! ycto to. furto ?f5^ ^ wy tor. % y*Rj?ra»j?tt(f) 

y5t toaft yTt ?rtto y5t i wm torow?) ^ arotor tor % yd^»?rai i j^<^t w 

y^W) tocT «ir I 


yg^ ?to antor to? aft? y?p to ^ TOwanto^t to wht ^ to to arto 
arf^rftoto y)r to ft ^ i?t to y? ?to«T w ?to to t i 


^i) iRy?ratoto to yro? y 5 t to to yidwid y 5 t tot yrtot # at^^ ^ towto^ 
(y>) toto ^ to?r ePtdci 2006 % yiw 1 
(q) ytoto ^ y^ 2007 yyr toy? ytto? 1 
(y) yto torto % Piy>d*? to wyyr 1 

A35a <?z/j!r-3 
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i 

1 

I 

I 

I 

i 


m 

i 


iW 

i 

(xi) 


fcdii) 

^v) 


(5) ^ TTRgJTf^ ^ 5RT ^ 

^ ^ OT w: Tnte ^ ^ ^ I 

{^) Pl+-if^Raa ^ ^WFff ^ WFTT ^ ^ t ;- 


RTF afk R^ 



(W!) 

^5^,2005 

615 

v5c=n^,2006 

886 

v5cTT^.2007 

1,194 

'5cn^,2008 

1,542 


(^) €1^ 5,610 WJ cT^F i|^ t j 

(^) 'H^f'll^ R^llPl^^i! fiTKT >Mcpf^a ePTlf ^ 15% ail^IcIT*! 

^ 3PR Rrar ^ R r ^icie sTKft t ^ ^ 

^ TTR^t^ ^TteTR ^ t I 

c^) ^ ^ W^i ^ ^ 15% 

^ ^ t i 

RfcTWt ^ 3 PF ?1 ^ ^f ^ ^ 1 ^ ^ i 

^RjcJp ^ ^7 t4 ^ cr^ i 

ara^ ^ H^ien ^ TT^ Rif TR Rj^ ^ t 1 stfjM-ttpt ^ Re# ^ Trrer 
^mir Rufrt am r? M^rr? aim^R^F t i 


SM t#t anijRf 

(^) ^ ^aft RR ^r R l 4? i f) a R t |ficbTil t i 

(^) "cPNjIT' #fR ef^HH 4 26% R)T ^Ry!t|KRj f | 

(t) ^jRTfifiarT^ijfl^f ^tr ^ ^Rri ^ "(W'R>V'' ^ Rf*R rr 


“:Trfcr^7r" 

*1'! ‘IM \ 


T< iiW j A II jV ■:A 'iii nT^ -Af I i _i ' N -A -Tirr ^i lm. w ■%■ ■ 

'iMfvi H'rii M») vni'jivi ■>1 'icjv.'i vi o^^o| oiu\ c I 




tl 


(^) aTW,2004 i\ aiRi5^,2004 ^ rRh oRTW yR?T 3?R#cf> cRTcT 

^ M t \ 


(®) yR ^RrT d^Rel TITR ^ t. “RJFcPtr' ^ 1?RY^T3n^^ R>r tjR# ^^R#Rj 
R5t an# ^ ^ ^gR#RcT rr^ ^ shr^rr^ t 

arawwR %# ^ ^ ^ i 


^ 11^ ^ mm M afi^ ^ vsmnft, ^ r^ we 

R# i 

Tf%T ^ : 

(R>) #T afk aTTjf^ ^ ^ rKRR rtr ^ ^ ^f^ cl t \ 

(^) ^ RR ^ ^ ^ RW 3F?I ef^R^ R^ r;| ^ IR R I d I RId 

R5T f^RSH I j 









75rqg4] 


w 


(»t) 3Rr ^ TO mm ^smreFn t r - 

(et) ^i^cH 3nf^ ^ ^ mm TOa k ^ aif^R^ti fprt i 

(5) ^ Vf^ ^ : 

- TOr?T3#^M ^ TO aro afR otk^'cii ^ ^ ^r 

^ ^ ^ ^ I 

mm TOcT ^ vffccm^ efnnr i 

^ciro anqte afR wtr TOct ^ ar^ cr? ^>nkcT t i 

0) W: TOR^ ^T^cFTflTO ^ ^®nTO TOcT^3R?l1ijcp^ Iipnpftj 

{i) ^ « 41 vwia# SRT ^ 1 ^ W 511 ^ TOR >fTgRW 

f^J^IT vr[R ( 


0 <vi) TTTOSnt#^ ^ T?^[^ ^ ^ 2009 ?ra> ^ ^ ^ I 

vJiqig>(ollR TOT ^^TRT 


0 ^ WiR,2ooo ^ irgc^ 3n1^R«i to tx ^ 4 ^ ^ 

^ RFj; W % TORPT ?[TfSlTO*r ^ fcR^9HcH ?#TR 

?rTO3r^#^t) ^ y5t ^{pfiar ^ ^ mfiiw t i 


0) Tf^roanl^ TO yro^T ^ tot TOffty> ^ to ^ 

^ ^ ariSr^ t, WRRT y^ yitem TOtto ?rgey» ^ wr tor 
"sto ^ fIcT. Tf^ryTOT^^ TO yro ^ yf y^ Rui^pf ^ a gfr U r a 

anR' ^ ero m t i 


*T?i?fT-^ fliy 


MoUJok' 


TO (qFRTT) 


0) ^ cTsp fl? yuf^r w?R^ooo yy ay^ ^mfrtSRr ^ y?t ^rto: ^ tott 

t, ftR ’ft y^roani^ ^ ^ yy y^^ %Rn w TOif^ TO I 


0 WTTO y^c^ yifteRT ^ ^Pfro any^^ ^ yrtar ^ Rry y^c^ yroy arror yro 
«q|<m(ait ^ aT^[^ y5t aRTORP WT ^ artar ^ ^ TO yft ^pfiar 

yr^ yR^ y>t aR^r yro t i 

0 ) y^ ^ ’ft a%y ^ My aar yroyiro '^crt ?^t aM 

^ TOyro y^ yite^ to TO arffia ^ yiy^ TO<*^ r j<ft^ ^ tr^ yS 
Mr t I "roar* arq^ y<p^ ariSr^ mH\<m afR a g4t’ ii ia4> anryi^ 

^ TOR?3n^^ ^ 3r3^ i 

0) "roar' ^ yroaan^^^t ^ ’ft^ y^ ^ to iR ^ ayyRr aro ftrasracr yift t 
afR a% aa^ Mr to ^ anyf^ yf t i 

(v) 'TOar' y’^ 2005 afR 2006 tot-^ ^Pfror aw i^t aro^ ypft 
yRfnr t 1 


(vi) TOTOfsn^jM ^ TO ?^t mii aayr ai^ t aro 4 Mt ^ ^ M ypfy arniro 
yft ’TFT ^ yR^ ayanj;4yj ar^Myy Mr t 1 


0i) yyyaarM^t ^ y^ c^t w aror to 4>t y^ yrttar ’P^R aro ay^ yiar ?pr 
TO aror aiflq 1 
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(wii) ^ ^gteart cj^ ^ ^ cj^ 

y? irwT ^ infltT icftr^n?^ arMf^tcr ^ th^it | 


^ ^ (#?M3fT#) 


j 0) yrto^ ^ ot? ci5t m M t eft cjt ir 

w <^imi c^ yrteR t I 

. 0 y^[cs^ Pi^en cj) mitte ^ 3.3.2 wreR" ^ wf^ 

ytor c^ srjyieR ^ 3r# 3i1^ yqfyr yyWf ^ sry^ arr^ y5t vfr^tfsrr 
wt yyrar t 1 


I 0 ) ^ yifM ^ %cT ^f, y^tep 4 yiR ^ fMy/ciTW yfM^ ^ 3 R[yKf 1 yR^ 

. yi^ y> yc^ryj 3 ^f y 5 t ^?yta f?Rftf^ f^^ i iR ' ^^ i ^ 3.1.8) ^ yt 

f^ yrT^ 3 ff? cRidt ^f yrmpy, yRy# afh? wsy yqr# amri yiHy | 
y? ^sny yyyyrsTTt^ y? ^ ctpj; ^ i , 


yRgy frrt 

i 0) witr y^ yrf^rwT y^t t % : 

j 

i - •3JiyR ypTcT yt ^ cjt y^rcmHl yi y^cy f ^yPta i 

- ytRl 3ff^ %r?y ^juty yt 3R7 ■yyyyt yt ^ryiy 1 

I 50 yir4yTl|yf orrwf^ aft? ^raiwRy yf^Ra#^ ^ yr^ y^ M f 1 

I 0) W armwT afh? 3ywf^ yf^f^s#yf y^ y?Rf/3te^ yt ^myFy ■ cM4chdm ^ 

I wm ♦} qxj^ 0 viiRi'i^-y-ii iRT yRy^ yyrar umj 1 


(iv) wmu % f^ yywnt#a ^ y^ ^yyfytf^^rt, y?Tciy?f^ 

I fyyy y^ 3y^ ^ ^ ^ 1^ w t i ^ y^ 

i y^ tyyr aryf^ M yrf^ 1 

I 

i (v) wttr y9jcy? yrl^ryRy ^ yyyR ufrt ^ ^ ^stt y> y^ y> ^ff?ta yt 
3ry^ ^yif^chK ^ yy4yi^ y^ t 1 yyrf^r : 

~ yyyy;yTt#^t yryr 3 ^ omyR y^ yfcl^flcT yyiy ^ ymr^ff y> 
I yjyv^ 3Tf^ yy^f^psqryy y^^^ ^ t l 

! - oyryR ypicT y^j^ srrcit aff^ %-y>Fff%RTyy y?y y^ gR wyr 1 

I 

mm ypR yfr y^ ^f yj^t irt ^ ^ yyjcrr t mm yryy y^ 

^ gmyr arfcTter rptct m yR^ ^ I 

■ (vi) #4tyyyy. ^ ?ftyt y#TH yt yy^ ^ ^ yyyron^^ yt y^;cy> yfr ycta 

^ y? yyry y^ ^yjk %Pift?T yRyy t t 

ffejpT (^Tfyy^) 

I 5) 3TT^yy^ y?p^ y5t ^ y^TyrR y^[^ yite^q y^ grteff ir gnyf^ 
^RTT, y?g ^nyR uiyy ^ y^ yry ^yta c^ yifty 1 

I 0 ^i^lRa y^|[cy> y^ ?fy yy? ^aiT y^ yft yyift yi^y, vyy yyj yrty yy t yti T/ 
^ yyryy^ R^tay y^ 1 ' 


I 
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® ^ vjTtj^iTM. ^ af^ ^ ^ ^ 1.2 ^ 3Rte 

^ ^ art «™ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ t I wi 4 rtiar ^ ^ ^ ^ rt t i 

W # #tm rtr^ afk ^rtM ^ anrt? rtm ^ v-njwi i j^cfl /;^Trt^ 

^ M^jccT) ^ SrtST efwr viprt,200r ^ 3||ct^4>dl rt I 

(v) ^Irtr ert afk tl^TTI^iaiT^rt ?RT ^ g5t ^ "q^N^' g5t 

rttef ^ q5t f^rrt ^ aRrtrr ^ qiRoi arltmR ^ 

^ srt ^ ^ t I wqN «mcT ^ qif w 3j™ ^ Tjig 

^ t I 

(vi) T^wran^rt ^ q5t rtsir ^ aRd-smrcrr qSt 1^ wm rt. f^ 

‘^’nRql 5RT 'M<gci^ ai^JqR wmA xiBa wft ^ q^t^ qrrff ^ f^Wqq' 

rti 

fyu) ^ q^ q5t rtrt rtsn arrt^ qcficr ^ ^nrt t. q^ f?m qf^ 

vrtM rt ^ a#Ni wit ^ 3RT qrt ^ f^qsrr rt i w ^ 
eWHm ^ qf^ ^ wpiT I 

(viii) ^ W\^ q^ if |f|[ qq aitto ^ % \ 

Cix) tfrt rtiH aik ^ anrtq ^ ^ ^ ^ qft hto 

^ rt rt I 

q»^ f^rfifq ei>s-^ 

0 q^rq^naiTlrt q>t aiqqr qg^ q^qpr ^ q^ qSt ^ rtt qrflq : 

W am ^flimen? mm ^sjm wm ^ q^ if ^ qfrtr q5t 

qfq ^ 4 t I 

(^) ynj^ian^^rt q«f qft afk ’jpt frt^ ^ wr qtt ^raraif. % qra^ 

^ flPfeiqj^ wf^ t afk '3^dq ^^qrqwTT qHq> qqn ^ ^ t i 

(^) ^ rt qR^ afk qfclrt ^tH^t rt ^Rq>f w t2iH 

t ^ q^ 2002 ^ irg^ if qfrtr ^ 1^ qfiqtfd q^eq> qrfSi^^ ^ m\ 
3T5^ 3nq?w ^ ^q§idi t I 

W WRTT q^ qrt^qj^ ^ qtf 2002 if gm q^ gnm aifq 

^ aiq •rt ^ t. qq aiqqr rt? armiRci wqr tnf^ t i 

0) anq^ qiT irtlBq : 

011$^ q? q>t f »!Rdfq qRR 3>f j|Hlffd qff qfq 
q>t ^ ^ qqfqr ePtdd sro t i 

rti^ anq^ qir aite ^ qisR ^ rtiH q?i^r ^ 
q^ ai^ arfifcirH q>t ai^qfit ^ rt i 

^3^dq ^cqiqwrr rt rticif qit q^^ if rt qm qfecr q>t arm^qwiT 
^ t I 

(^ q^iqtFT q^cq> j*ilsiq»(u| ^ ajto f^^!!i4>l ^ q>f a n q^qciKii ^ 

qq^ cW^nif qft gpTcr ^i^d qrt qrflq i 

jt^3<3. orfos-t^ 


W 

(a) 

(^) 
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(^) ^ mR41v 51H [ 3ft^ ^ cRnd alk 3IN^ 

XR ! 

^ ^ 3iczm ^ w t 1 


^pta ^ wi: 

^ ^ ^rmr t ^ m^nth ^ 

^ Ri^K tP7 ^ vrt'^^4l<^l 3TST^ ^ 

Ri^IT vTl^ ^ ^ I 

im, RfW d<^ref «?pt ^ ar^lte t: 

(^) ^ ^ 3T^ w=ff ^ ^5eHT Vjiv’d^lcn 3T1^ TPTR I 

(gt) ■$ y^ yPTf cHt yw cf>^ ^ ^arrf^ Rraw MR^rw Pinfcifed 

fsy t : 

- xj^ afR y^ yRh ^ ft t 

- x^jcff ^ cTyi^ 

- ^ xM ^ ^ ^ 


I - ^ ^ 3RT C^ STcRTm ^ ?Tf^ I 

8 . 2 . i y?f y? vJo^^ y^yr wm t ^ Ryf^P 11 y ^.2005 ^ 

ar^^ y u i R 4 >^»i a 3 py yicft ^ 2009 y?j^ y 5 t yft ^ 

Imt 8TT I xxyiRiaii^^^ ^ R)Xt yxT y^ c[5^ ^ Rr yyxRt3n^#ft ^ Ryr^ 

30 y^.2C05 ^ ?yi^ y^ sry^ ar^^r yyiRm ^ Riy any?y^ eTTycT/R#y ^ 

^ xpny Ryr yyr «y i ^ an?r ^ y^xr^rant^M ^ ^frgRrd yjx^ yft ^ fi 

9. I x > dy^ij^<n ^ ai^ x^ y^ ^ arn^ 15 "^,2005 ^ y^ 

^»dn T ? rai Ti3rns?H u rf &tK Tw’i ^ ^FTT?! yHXyJRT ^ 3R#F ^T ^ I cK^THR. aiKTeT ^ UW 

^ iv* « »• « I /♦ ../ ^ 

xjyxRTani#^t ^ 3i«w (h^imtH y^^ yiR^P^) ^ 30 ^,2005 ^ yrf^yRxjj c^ y>ratem 

y5t cisy amyr Ryl^ 30 ^,2005 ^ Rrf^ arg#? 1 yyxRianr^^ ^ ciTxm/R#y 
iyRt ^ xfyaj gjt^ ygc^ ywiy iRgy yft yftR> x3% Rytyj 13 ^,2005 ^ gf 
Rry yy Wy ^ afgwR yT%R R^yr yyyr ay 1 ^yry^t y^, xryxffraiT^xj^t^ ^ ^ y?^ 

Ry yy ?T^ ^ yt^yiyr an 1 


ypT^ x;^ (^i4cii^ ^ yRry yy^Ry ywy ^ ^Ty4 ^ Pi»-i!ciR3a Ra# xyyy^ t:- 

(1) y? yrRyRXFf y^ y^^ ^ Rirr ^ f^ wui yt ^ ajRwr aig^Ri aiRwy 
y5t g^-RtyfRd yy yrRy cyycT-armiRcT yi^ ^ argyrny yRdi t I erm. RRTy5t argyR 

I (yr^ag^x(^^y^i^ylT^^tt^^to3fR yy^yn. aigyem, ^yRary 

anR xjRf xRRip} ^yy y^ xR ^nRci ^ t i cRnd ^ yiy^ ^ erym xjxrRy 
I ^ 31 ^ y^ 20 % ?Ry€t ^ yR-xj^ aiRcny y^ aigyR ^ y^ aft, Rr^ yK ^ ^y?itRy 
Riji iR- ^ ^ aRty cryif M ^ ^>i5% y?f!Ry Rjyr yyr t I R^xH 








[^in—; growRPF ___ ' ]* 

3nRf^ ^ ai^qicFT t I cT^^flR, ^ricTRITcr ^ 3!ra-oq^T ^ 

3ik «?4c0 ^ ar^ ^ TO<ff ^ ^ aj^HiPlci 1^ uiraf 

t I ^ T|i^ ^ ^<pi4 dMinl a?k ^iRfraicT 

^ ^Tjt^ ^ q5r ^ ar^ ar^i^ gfr %m ^ ^ ^ m 

^ aral^r ^ ^ ^FjHiPid aft^ ^ircr/arfNlT ^ arraK ^ 1^ ^ t i 

A irmraicT m t. ^ ajgjnf^Jcr ^ 

crm alt^ ajIWr ^ ^ f, Tmrpirer g>t w iR ^Tsn% Vim t i 
^ WT w ^ ^iF^cPT g5r cim ^imwid ^ ^ ^ ^ ^sm. zrr dmid 

mm m ^rro aik aif^r^ ^ ^ ^ t i am znciRmr 

^ ^ ptfrt alk §<f>i4 4n^K*'id<4! tjddi ffrMil^id %, am 

^ v[^ ^ ^ , f^ il^cb i ^ m \ m i\ 3m 

irgc^ ^ arraflr^ ^ ^ ^ ^ « t ?fr ^ ir^mp aider irata. # 

^ ^ l^dPln W ^ arfii^ ^ yr dH t, ^ oqij 

m ^-M^d ^ g5t ar^ anr^ tR arto arPTemr ai^ ^rcit t i 

fii) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ fM 

^ sTRI ^R^d ^ricrrard alk an?? ^ ^<<f^*tidt m f^?mT f^, 

^ ^ ^ ^ftf^id ainl?? aik 3?i1^4>^u| ^ f^mref 

^ ^ ^ 3RI ^ ^ ari^ ^ ai^qeradT 

^jfend anw^^^ w m i ???t era> T -f^^>Hanj^4 1 srt sr^ ^ f^?gRT 

^ ^ ^ nriSr^ ^ ^ 2000 ^ ^ m ^ «?? g5r 

»^c*r> ^ armit ^ wm ^Rdte ^ q>t m4t afk dP^Hd a i m^e^ ^ 
iJTtd^^f^ oq^4OT^w^^ifn4t^fRfl«Rif iTjdtRian^iM 

SRl^imcR^^ TTt 4>^d'(lt gjt ^Rdf^ nrar tR ^ f^mrd » l 4«t>dlM 

n tH<qj^ ^ =p ^ ^iq)i arcR <?:?iidi t I epm 5.79 cn^ hth 

4 ind??nd g5r w tR ^ ^ ^ fSpj^T ^ ^ ^ ^ # 3r5»# d#f 4t ^ 
rra> '^leiiqm ^ 4iwR<f> w 12 efT® ^ •#?? % \ HRTd 

aik arfJicmT ^ ^fkirtSid imm anm tR %dikd ^Rd? t 1 and 

^ dnm^ if fip?d ?d ^ ?wii4>tfta ^ ^ ^ ^ t I dF 

TRHRian^^ if d>l4 arf^^di dff t. d^r ^nftefi ^ ^ 3i4k dff cn^ 
^ tcR ^aq>i>{ d#f ^d? vifT ^R5d? I ygjR ^ d4f d>t ar^dRi aidfir "^f aifSr^ yged> 
^ ^ ^ df ^ ^ cim--fdqkd ^ FBdten 4^ 3f4td Rm 
t ^ ^ djf BRp^^ l^qq-i d>f di^ ^ ^ ^ awfd y^[ 5 d» i>qdr 

d>r mtf^ ^ did # TOd3i^#a ^ dw ddrar w sir 1 

« wi3n4#a ^ ?d yifU^ ITRT aPHi^ d4 ^ ddf ^ ^ araf^r ^ 

4f t I aiRRi d? y^d t % 5 R 1 ^ yd? dR irgc^ f^Pid ^ 

^ t. dd < pq<?i^a ?Ty^ ^ m ff dviff^d oiHr difly 1 ^idfkd 
^ aid if afRlS|q> ^ ^ q5f yiifteiT ddedgpf t, d4f^ fit tiiRd 

^ dd ajqRl, luRl^ y^cq> ^Idkd d>f4(hdiy if ajgdidt ^dR 

^ ^ ^ ^ t I y dywtij^a ^ y^ d4 2000-01 afty 2001-02 

^ TOdar?4#a 5RT ^Rgd argdFif tR ^ ^ ddm .2000 if ^Pid ^ 
w 8ir^aff^?df^ t ^dcT d4 2001-02 ^ aid dd> ^ y? d«p^ f I ^ydKy.ioos ^ 
R ynPi4?if ^ iai ddd gjwf^Rui ^ arfiidrH d>f a nd dw m ^ dw rto 
^ ^ ^ ^^J^SddT de#3 ^dir t | ydydail4#a ^ d? p?4) WT 

dd R^nPlM ^ ^ t % aRdiy dy ciidd dl^ ^feq>k i ^ dk if ani^f 
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^ if?PT ^ 6 rt I A 5Rt 16 ’r4.20oo 

^ 3n^, ^ gm ■JTg»^,2ooo ^ wpi ^ 

w STT, ^i^Ra yw ^ 2000-01 afR 2001-02 ^ bpm arg^THt gRi 

I ciMia-sn^rRcT m i ^ ,^[^ch> i 

j 'R arfifeiiRa c^yc4 ^ ^ Rrrt f^yi ^ ^Ty>cn ^ 1 y^^j'fisrrl'rficf) ^ 

I ^ wy^,20oo ^ y^ 30^ ^^ yitem ^ ^ ^ ^ 

j yr^,20oi ^ ^fArr yiter y?^ y>t sff 1 yyiRTsii^'iflt?! gm yiRiyy ^ ikf s ^ 

i w f^cR^ ^ y^ t : 

I ■ f^?ym yR^ f % yrte^ y^t ^ yi^ y5t 3Tyf?r ^ y?^ ^ 

I yjT^t ^nfly, yy!% 30 y^ y5t 3iyf^ ^ i^ciI^hh sfR ai^yH ^ 

i R[£iW ^ RrW yy yjjf yytef Ri^ yff I” 

I ^ t Rj y ^ ^ y^ ^ %rtt w ^ aryyy sy, yf^ 

I yiRlyR^ gm 3rqyTy yy ^f^0>i ^ 'jft wrt m 1 Eyrr ^ yg 

I y^ t % yyy^3ii^#^t ^ ygt ci^ R? 3i^[#i, RRr yjy ^ ygcy> yiRt 7^ . 

^ tor w yr, 3ryi3^,2oo2 y^ aiyRr ^ 3icT ^ gy yrte^ ^ ^ 

I y^fl y^ R>yi 1 yg aTTyy^uryyj f Rj ygr yy? % Tyyy yRi^ ^ yry ^ yyyyan j^ cfl 

j ^ ayy^ wry sft? Rr^ sfR ^ ^ yyy yyt %yT_ yfi ^yjcji yg^ yjf y^jey, 

I srnRr ^ yiy 7^ Rr^ ^ y^pyr t 1 

i 

j (iv) ygr y^ yiiRt, yyyyarT^^??^^ yiy ^ siw y^yy yRyf!^y yR Ryy, ^ 

I ym ^ W: y>i4cifRyt yRy yJT^ Rry g^ yrteyy y5t ^iRyyf y? y?y yyiyr yri 

I gy yrteyy y>r gy 7 m ^ yy^sy ytRte ^rRyyf y^ y^ ^ t I yi^ 

I A ygryyy ^iy siRiRyy yJt ym 48 yyy-yyy r? ygryyy y^^ey? yT te^{ ^| Rry 

j yy yR Am 3iRryr4 yyrdt t, Rrw afk %it ^ ici^, Rt^ ^ 

I ‘4i w¥i Ad 3^iliyr eny 42 ^ 3T#t fw yrm?^ cqf^ gry fw^y yy yy;^ 1 

I V'i'^y3ii4’4)<n ywi 42 3r4ty yiR<^d rRtt ^ sfR gyRiy gy yiR^yy ^ 

I y^ % w y^ ^ 7\Am ^ yRy t 1 yrw gry ygiyyy Riy 

I y>lf EM 111 ^ 3T#T A\\Am Rrty ^ yy ^ ^ yytte y^ ^ 

, 3 . 3.2 ^ ‘4t ygryfR yrl^yjyy y?! ^fy^r: yRyyt yy fcfjzy f l y^fyy 

I ^ yfcT ysf R^yy vm. yR^yyy ygryi yyRlf #yr, Rd'Rd fmA\ 

I tR g^My> 6t||ui ei^iNi onf^ RerfRy y^^ ^ gy yrRyjyy ^ aiRy gy yrteyr gry 

I yRy y^ yg w: yrgyrgt ^ yRyry^yyy t 1 gry gl ^^yytft€t ^ ^-yy^ yyig 

I gy yiRy^y gm yy? yyy; y>f 44 i^ 10 % yjy Rjy yy ^ 1 g^ cyiy ^ 

I y^ryysnt#^ gy yR ^ RicmycT yg! m yy?m f% ^fyyry ih wygR gry 

31^ w t I yg yicT EyR ^ ^ yny % 7 m'- y^Ryif mA yg RHy yyyyant^M 
gry 4 vjj5 ! ^ 3ftRM y5t y%T yj^ Riy 3iTy?yy> stR y)^ A Ry >cid r 
yg yRym t l yyyyan^^ gm yR^y Rjy arjyB eryRl ^ aiy^t aryysjgr ^ yR 
i ^ ^ ^ arycftyuTyy) ygryj gt^ f. cRffRj yg R^yry yjyy y^Ry 

I t % ^ 3mM^ rnyfe y^r ^ yry sfcyryRy? A myyiy yg yRm (yry^cH 

I Rg? Ryr R>'4l ^gRyi y^t yyiRrg yRyr 1 gy Ry^ifr ^li ygR yj^ y5t y^ gy yiyR 

j y^ •^jnRiRyf ^ yg 4m yg y^ t % wymt^M gm yte ^ Miry 

j y5t A> Riy yyy-^ yymiFj^ MRg y5t y^ aft sjR eyR y^ yj^ 

I ^ Rn? yyfty aiyyg Rg yrj R 1 y^yjR gry iftj% yyR yrR yytRci y^ 

j R?nR4Rt yft y^te yjr^ yy yyyy yi^Ry Rt yn Rmr yyr m 1 yyyym^^ft^ 4 

i Rjy yy yift arjRyf 3fR yyn Ryj yy yft ^ W t I 






(v) ^ ^ t % ^ ^pftifiT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

J ^ ^ ^ 3ffM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ 3rra5^ ^ ^ ^ eTFRT/^rmi ^ ^ %\ 

^ ^ 1^ ism\ um^ ^ TTf^ ^ 3nf^ i?^ 

?!«qt 3fr? aiRj;^ ^ f^ 1^ ^ ;?^tg>R wtt t I 

m snt^rgJT^ ^ w gwto ^ x^ Tfh^ ^ ^ gj[ gj^ ^ 

elFRT gft? izit^ t I uT^ ^ ^ ^ ^-elFRT 

g# M ^ ^ if wm^ ir gm^mr w 

cfFRT gf^ ^|feg^ giT |Pigi41 grgf ^ g^ ^ ^ 

% gmrf^ ciFT?T/f^ TRgw f^g. g^Bf^ gMt 
’TgRT^ ^ WH3TTt#^t ^ Simg?^^f^jR#?g^f^W igjq^ 

% Mg g^ 1998-99, 1999-2000, ^ 2000 ^ Mg7,2000 ^ gHg^,2001 
^ M<r,200i ^ ^ gjf^ ^ g5f gm tr^cT g5f i gMt 

^ g^ 2000 gft? 2001 ^ gm grM M g^ M mm t 

^3^, ^ Mg g4 ^ amiR g^ t, ^ ^ g^ g?-^ gff Mr gg w i ggiRiaiM^t 

gRT ■'jgci^ gRig gg Mt 3 tM ^ grgrg if gg ^trt aft^ 

^ w i^mran^ ?Tg g^ ^ ^ 3ngR g^ ^ gf^ 3^ 

^ ^ ^ f^ ggg t I g4 2000-01 ^ 2004-05 g>f argflr ^ 

M dRirt 3iiM^c<f ^ ^ ^ f?nj 5^ gi to« ri gRT annnf 

wiFJr ^ ai^qra^ ^ fi; w t i ifrasR gRi iftftfr 

RitiiPi^?! 31 gi^,2oo5 ^ otp; nj t alk TOftfer Rii i iF^^iiif ^ #t gqf 

? Wfel git ’li t, fflfpp; 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 c!^ git 3)gft 

^ ftg^gR i3gff ^Mfitci tenft^if ^ 3?5w? f%gT oirar t i ?ipm figgR itgR 
^ ^ ggtofgRf gRfisH ^ wr ftgrgi 3 3r>Rg,2000 ^ gg gRi i igi;<m i j<jta 

SRT H’t^o 30 g^ ^ fe^gR gg ift Rc^<g f^igr gngr t i 

Mi) 1t?^ ^ gifRigIsf gngg ftggR it iRtr irf 2000-01 ^ 2003-04 ggi ^ 

f^ ^ ^ mm ^ ggr ^ t i g^ 2004-05 ^ M M^ Mr 

ggr ^jgg vfggM grg ggr ^prer t i grggr graiaff g^ M? ^ 

^ if ^ gg^grjtrf gTcimici ^ 1 gm g^ 1^ g?jf?r, 

YWag^^dt^gj^g^ gigigig if g>f ^gi^tg y>f W(|Ri f^gR ^ ^?gftgw 
^ if gg ^ Mg ^ gigigig ^ M?g gj[ Tjgf^grg ^Rcn t aft^ gifMr gg 

gf^ WTf^fg aft7M?^if^3fr?iBgg^. M^tg? g^g wr ir aj^ cpngr 
gg grgjgT t f% g>g ^ g^g sregrgf^ if gggggnf^ ^ gjggrg ^ ifcf ^ ^ gMg 

^ gf^g?fg Bfgr gg ggggan^^jff^f g’ffsrr ^ 

^ gfeRg ^ ^ #1^ ^ ^j^gjerr t 1 g^M. g^ 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 ^ W 
^ ^gtfgrg gg g4 2004-05 ^ ggg gg Mg Mr gngr t 1 

^iii) ggiRg agg^gg^ar^gig g^ 3072 wj ^ alW g^gg g^ ^ sngR gg Mr 
gggr t 1 gf^ 3ffg?g gi?j^ gg gM^g g^ 2000 ^ gmto ^ grgg ggggm^#^ 
grgr gg^ agg ar^png aftg ^ grf^TgjgR gi'ti ai^geg 16% ^ angig gg f^jgr gngr 

t I grgflgg ^ gkrg arg^ rtbct l^gg^ if ggggrant^^f gigr Mig g>f gf ogigR 
g5t ^ M g^ t sftg ^grM ^gr MM ^ gMM ggm Mg 

Mr w t I 

533 ^ 4j/<55'-5' 
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■■ ' .. ■ •••••• 

i WR ^ 3IEI ^ ^ 2000 ^ mfm ^ 3r5iTFft 

I ^ fq wr MEfr i\ afrjRT ^ smiR t? ^ ^ t i 

i '?T?Tt?ET ^IjHlPld 3 IEJ ^f 48.31 WJ ^ ^ ^TT 

I W I Rdicf) 31 ?Tr ^,2002 ^ ^ W ^? 3 pIcT fcrf^RRI ^ 

i 47.55 W? 3 fR 31 ET ^,2004 ^ 43.39 t I ^ 4 c|dHM ^gfcR 

i ^ 43.72 WJ t I ^ 2002-03 ^ 2004-05 ^ ^ ^H^Em ff>TR ^ sfRRT 

j ^ ^r 3FiEiT4t ^ ^ ^m??l ti ^ 2005-06 ^ 

j 2007-08 ^ ^ '‘TgrTJT ^TFJ ^PT ^ 2004-05 ^ 3 jt???T >IEjR^ ^ ^fTER 

! Td? T 7 ^ 'jTTdT t I 

I 3 RI 3 rEI, ^ EFc^Ejyt ^ t, TRlt^^ ^ ^ERT TR^ 3 ET^ 30 f^1?c^qu i 

I 4 1EERT3n^#^t ^ Tpr ^ ?J3E ^ IR ^R 1^ ^iRdT tl 

i 

(ix) I 5rrlMd cTEm W STREET f^HI^'HN %2IT yTTcTT t : 


(^) vdMW ^ HEEI: 

(cp^p) f^cT ^ cTEn : 

y^Je^P 3IT^ W 3T^ERI pfcl f^cT cTHcT T7 2000-01 

3fR 2001-02 ^ uTmi t ak Tpm ^ eim ERiT3fr 

^ ^ ^ ^ t I TO# 3IC# #t ^gcl 

cTEKT 3E^ SflR^ # EET^ ^T ^ t, f^E5^ #t Rfcl 

eiEm 6% #t ^ #t 3^5#^ ^ ^ MRcpf^d #t ^m# 

t I 

(^) ^ HEET ; 

yf^ yq f^E5^ ^?rtEr # ^eet teertoit^## ^ tr^ ar^EEfr 

# 3TETR m 3IT^ ^T TRIT S{^fm 5 pffe? ^ if f^rfT? f^ 

yTER t ! 

-mfm # #TH TRERBIl^## f^IF^ ^ ^PRT ^T 7.02% 

yE ^ OTJTRT cIEJ^ ^ p4 2000-01 sfR 2001-02 ^ 

dEia ^ STREET 17,16 sfR 18.36 pfcl EETETT W 

8TT I qdY^OPf## TR^ 3E# 30 y#y 4 crq^ 

# l%# cifRcjj ^ iR f^jqr w sq I qyiRTanf## 

^ 3j^HlRa elEKT ^ ^EET %EIET ^ elEKT T? 3IEnR^ y#?! 
## t I ^ # ^£ET # ^ W# hRciJ-i ^3fT f J |cl^<AquT 

^ y#EETRt cp^ ef^Hd ?rd ^ y^^ wtEet 

4 orjTO ^ ^ ^ ^ER heet 2001-02 c^ f^iq 

19.24 y4 2002-03 # 21.34 WI sfR y^ 2003-04 # 

25.44 "pyq cEP 3RicET f^yj w f I y4 2004-05 # |er heet 

y 7 qy### # ^yyte qy? 5 r^ # yM %if^ ^ 3 imR yq 28.24 wj 

yq t^Rnq f^yr w t 1 

y^ 2005-06 # 2007-08 # sTgEET qEifei y# #t ^cRT yf^ 
effeq ciEEi 6% yif^ y^ srjyf^ ^yR yEiETT yiEiT t 1 









[^m—"^[^4] 
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(^) cTPm : 

W»T^T cTFm ^ 3?^*TH ^^^ 2000 ^ ^ 

eTM ?miRt<lRa NSM'W'C cTFm ^ yf%?RTcTT ^ WT cFTFIT uTTcTT t| 

7 cTRJ (3n^ 30 ^ 2003-04 ^ XpR^?3nf#^t 

ITM imnSH ^ ^ 3T^*nf^) ^ ITB'fcH ^ 

^ ^ ^ 2000-01 ^ tor? tor w t, cwff^ ^PWan#?M 

^ ^ 2000-01 TTTsirsft ^ u^w-i ton an i ejm 

30 nto ar^tof ^ arwR ^ ^ im ^ ^mpi 

aretotonn ton w t aik n^^icT erm ^ aj^nn ?t^ 5 ?ir wm\ 
w t I 

(^) ^rto cTTO : 

^ 2000-01 ^ to ^nncT wj npT ^ an^ ^ to 'Hhi^II^ci ^ ^nw 
2003-04 7 eiRi ^ ^ to ^j^nj^nanf?M etm ai^^Rito ^ 

nnft t i tor toct arto ^ ton w t. n’f 2001-02 ^ to 
7.02% ^ gito ^ g^i ^ nt t 1 ^ to ^ g^ 

^ arig?^ g?! wm ^ 6% grto ff^ m torR ton w 11 g? N ^?spftg 
t xjg^RTan^?M ^ ^ ^ gtofg ^ w^ gtoito g5l ^ptor ^ toft %cg^ 
mR^cIh gg aj^nn g^ cFmn «n 1 

{^) ; 

^fRfrto toiRtof ^ ar^?iR, gg gmcft, gr?! tot^ 29 vg^,2oo3 ^ g?^ ^ 
to gft nton gft arto wr tor ggr an, ft toft anntog inn ^gnft yng gft 
to to^/gigRg ftoft gft aT^[g^ am^ ^ar^rcrg ^Tcftgmr gM gm^ g^ gij% 
^ artomg ^ ai^ tong ^ to ?ngcT ^ wr ft ^ uinft t i 
gton gto ft ^ g? y^^ gft w: ^pftsn t, toft anyto? gM 
gft to toc^ gft gRr gft aT^[g^ gg^rnan^'iftcft gft nm to f^yg^ 
gnftsn gto ^ to ^ngn ^ ^ ft ^ gncft t 1 gft 2000-01 ^ 2002-03 ^ 

to tocrft y^ ^ grto ^ ft to? gy ai^gR ItoR f^ 

t 1 gft 2004-05 ^ to togftt^ £«igr gan -^jto toc^ y? Rm torn ft 
ftoR ton gTRTT t afR tRgftt gftt ^ to ygynanft^^t etrt to toc^ g^ 
■ftggg ftorgn gRR ft toffto y% g? afk ^ ^ ^^gf^gul ^ angR y? 
ton grRTT t 1 

W ^fyRr gft cngg : 

ygygynanftftt^ ft aiyft ar^gig ft aiyft gggto ^ to ^tory gn ar^gn 
y^Rjgft ft cpngT arr gft? fftfftgg g? ft toggr gft gigft |y ^ ft yRgfto 
"ton afT I "ggift ^ anto ft ^^y^ to? gy gntof ft 'slciy ft ^ ft ftory gft 
ai^pto giffftg^aftafRyfftgrfe ms mi ft tony yy ftoR fton ggr 
an I gft 2000-01 afR 2001-02 ft to ftyRr gft cipm yy ?gift antor ft gft 
gft ggft ft 3i^;nR ftoR ton ggr ft i y^ tony ft ftoft yyg# ftftfgg ft 
gift ft ftoft yjg’ii ft angg ft ciMia gft a^g gft ft toy ton fton gncn ft. 
gft 2002-03 ft topy arrft w y^ tony afty ftyto gft HigcT gft ar^r gft 
ft 6% grfftgj ^ gft ar^gto ft grift ft 1 




20 


GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDfN ARY 


PartID—Skc. 4J 


W 


td) 


(^) : 

^ ^ 3T^?l#r?T f^ W 

^ T^crf^ ^ mf^ ^ ar^RT m?r ^ 3m?H 

^ "^A ‘ ^ ^ ;j5f^) ^ ^ 

^TWntm€t ^ f^ TJTT ^e^g|«M ^ ^ ipf ecTT^ ^ ^ ^R JTcSJJfm 

(^) : 

^ irf 2000-01 aft? 2001-02 « Hf?t Irf 7.02% J^T JPt 

iiraisft 

^ ^ ’R ?=T ^ irif ^ f^fiT i^iRrai^ SRT smPra ^ 

w t I tisnft, iRq^ irif * fi^i; nfi 3R( ^ ^ 

1 ^ ^ 3rpR cTRRT ^ 5rf^ ^ 6% ^ ^ ^ T[^ f | 

W fifer aro, atroe q^ s aik gg^ ^ im a,^ ^ , 

^ ^ ^ (72 JRte W!) ^ irf^iter ^ araft 

^ ft'Wfl^a fenT TO w aik imfStqi iW3jt--rfgqqfifir^g,^graiTO 
tl^TOij ^ TOTO ftngifi (TORi3nt#^t ^ wite ^ Iitoct) ^ anRiR 
^ sra ipt 1ft ^ ift^ftnro arafit ^ ^ ismr t i c^fro 

5 KT mferor ft Rijft ^ ^ TORisn^ ^ 

a-w irag lift arjiftft ftt eft, 5 ;^ te^ro eft snftoRBf ^ sfeuftui 

1 R I to 7 fe m TO t I otpra ft fftriR |% 1 I inj fftfftq a^, ^ 

3 iR jirIto sra <pr Ttm 30 gftfn fftrftaR ft TORiantiftftt ?rt aroi ftsir 

^ 3r3^ ti >A ^ 

i 21 wftt aft aRT cift T^/fta pgpftgft ;ftgT i^fta aft 

: anftar ft a,^ aftfftta^eftaikg^l^q^ 2004-05 to aai^ ^ 

! 

I ii»nfft, fftaro ^ fiia araftiR fftanfftftar, aft 31 TOi,2oo5 ft rpt si; ft, aofft 
! ^ Jft iTgro fftaro afftRiftatPraftaiaftTOftaft ai^ ftft f aaift 
fftaft amto aira ^ artftfftaa aft urt 92 ® ft aftfta aejrfftiffftt ^ fta-fti aa irw 
w TOft w aiTO t I a? ai^ fftar aimr t fft TORian^ aiaft natfa> ftaft 
ftt^ iR ijTOa aa "toir ftftr' TOffta aajft ft #nii ana a;? Iftak"! 

2*^ ft ^ I ?ai aqro ft anuR na TORianM^t srt aai 
fttWP aft aft 2005-06 ftanftTOcmraaftTOnaftaaqft aftaaa fftai 

^ ^*^’TRaTOTamntftar3TOerR 

> 1 ^ |ft aa 31^ TOiaian^ OT amft 30 aftla fftaftro ft aw aroiffti 
2!!.^ 2’™ *f^^7RKa.0TOft^a,lft^a4ii; 

^ anw t I aifta ft, aft 2003-04 ft ftan TORiant^M m aw 3 itoI% ^ 
^ftRfft^fftRTTOt. aaffft^^aft 2001-02 ft # ama 
Jaa a?R?li^ ^ ^ « anift ai^na ftt gro ft) 











^ SRT 30 ^ ^ 3!^ cPTI^ 

130 Wf ^ cTi3) ^ ^ SRT afl? ^ mn ^ 

m tefrf^ ^ ^ inRflf^ t I 


^ 2000-01 ^ 2004-05 cTig) ^ 3raii^ ^ ^ : 

3n^ ^ Tpj 3|^R ?[f^ ^ ^ 14% ^ 

^JX -#v i\ A 

^ 3?5^na ^ vfim t j 


^ SrPtoTIH ^ ^T’FPT ^ 1^ cPTl^ ^ ^ cl>T 50% fl^tlcft gRT 

aftr 50% ^ gRT yfRT ai^HiRd t I ^ ^ ' m 20 % ^ 

t \ ^ cTO 30 5RT ^ ^ 

^ 10 . 5 % si^gRr %\ 


g^ 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 W ^ afglgf ^ : 

Pl^a-i ^ ^ 31^^ Ig cftg g^ ^ cRTT^ gf ^ 

g? 15% 3lf5rcgg m teR «!RTT '% \ 

tdi) ^Rfl^TT ^ glkR. gg^'H3|l4'efl<n ^ cfTO ftg^ if g»f 2000-01 sfk 2001-02 ^ 

15.61% ^ gfifla Piqcf giST gntgr ggr «fT I ^ % airaR gg gg 

fti(£i<px‘'i ^ gg gr^ ]fj^ gR% ^ ggg^ffan^^iM ^ gi^-R ug^g ggr^ if i6% 

g>f ^ ggR g>f «ff I 


^ we gg gf^gpff ^ 3fMR tR 1^ wm l^g^ 3ig^ alt? emnff 

gg gri^<pn*i 3lnAq aifJfcTPT g>f 3fgg% ^ ^ g|g gtf 2000-01 ^ 2004-05 cTg) ^ 

29% ^ gftw grfcff^ 3rMg #f?r t i gg g^ 2000-01 ^ 2004-05 ^ ajgflf 

^ 473.42 ggg t I 

oilciRqn gjf hjF^ 3T^pfH ^ ^ affg tggr 3rgi^ ^ wif^ gg g ^cg> 

gjf ^nfterr ^ srggr gwg ^ if gggga^jff^f ^ ^ wg % 1 g^ 

^ g^ 2000 ^ 3g^t giRe gR^ wg ggggfani##^ gRT ^ gg graigRT aftg agg 
^ gg ^?gRT t I g?r gg ^5^ ^ 11^ ggRT g^ 2000 ^ 

^ 3n^ (^;rlq wr ^ g^ gRgT t 3RR ggf wfllgR'g ^ g^ ^ a g g^fey 

H*I orloTi ^4»^r qf wg «i«f cfn ^ ni Sfq c0T g^ H^cq> ^ ggrt 
'n*i[^ci l^gT gTRJgT I 

^ cra> t ^ cfw mgr tor. t 1 ^g^ ggf ^ we 

t graigirf if ggfgr gtofg ^ gRwRwr wg ^.2000 if g^cg? toto ^ wg 
toRe ^ ^ gggif^^t iggai^wTt g^flR? gR p»»ft ifto wr 
3l7g 31^ ^ ^ 3rto t I gF t 1^ 4(g»H if toR tot W 

grtom gg ar^ifg ^ ^gcr ggiRrsnf#^ ^ to ^ tor ggr t, g^ ^ if 
^ to ePto if ?n^ tor ggr t 1 gg^ t 

3i^gR g>f ^ 3ik ^ g^ ^ ton 3igRr ^ ^jpbRt gg togigg> grto ^ to 
wr g^ gR% if ggiRTan^^ 3if^x»i ^ mRu ii h t \ 

gg^^zooo ^ 3n^ ^ gr^w. ^ if grg ^ gf^ ^ ^ gf4f g^c^ if ggfto 
gnggg^ t I cRgft, g^nefg gRT gicT if ^ffto g^ top ^ to 

toito?T grg ^if wr/gif% gg ^g^ 50 % arr^ g^w ^Rflgg w if wto 
g>f grto f, awf ^Rto ^ wg tor^r to gg ^^t^gnff alR g r wRg> 
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Mm ^ (+) (-) 20% ^ 3[te ^ t I mR^IW'WT'CT, 

^ yM OT ^ 50% ^ H5!jo«p ^ ^ «iiai 

! ^ I ^ ^ ^ ^ sfR 3iRiRtKi Pr4?i 

I ^ wrm 3{|^R<ki 3rRiyMi4®5^ i^ci^f^'zrg: Tpipft^ ^fimR^iREn #t ^ 

i ^ U ! ;jc4? ^«mT ^ ^ 4t?R ^tc!T t I W^. ^ ^fPTT^t^ ^ inM ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^f^<t)VT 3FHRT t 3lk 3iPr^ W ^ ^ 3^a^^?T 

2007-08 cRJ f4>K1 l RtT t 1 ITfTWT. ^ ^ T?TOI3}T^^ ^ 
t ^ TRte 4 j ^ 2009 aunpiT I 

I ^ t f^ OTf 3jfclR4d 3d^ 31^,2005 ^ !I^ ^ 

cT^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ter? ^ ^?r?cTT i 

tectw ^ 3 i4Ft, ^ c^pm teror ^ Rfcl ^ 

TioFT t 1 WRT ten Tf^jte hR^ii^ ^ ^TRm tef^ t;- 


yi.yi. 

y^ 

3rMy(+)/wT(-) 
(draf ny) 

3itey(+)/msT 
(gyidd m^ ^ yteRT d) 

1. 

2000-01 

(-)364 

(-)1.80% 

2. 

2001-02 

7481 

25.58% 

3. 

2002-03 

14418 

38.79% 

4. 

2003-04 

13225 

34.91% 

5. 

2004-05 

12581 

33.15% 

C 

\/. 

2000—01 ^ 200^1—05 

dy> ^ tte ^'5'? 

4734? 

29.14% 

(3|W) 

7. 

2005-06 

14726 

38.8% 

8. 

2006-07 

11659 

30.7% 

9. 

y4 2005-06 ^ 2007-08 

w ^ te yyidd smr ^ 
yteici yj dy ^ offTET sd^te 

30.2% 


*) site ■^T^ 3ite^ teRr ^te t Rj ter ikt ^ ter 

w t teR ?f22f[ 3fR 3TR>^ IRT ^?mte ^ Giteite y^jc^ TOm ^) 3tet 
tet ^TRte nRR ^ te ^ t, ^ WT H^fjetp ^ ^ ^ 

! HiHdi ^ t I ^ 4t TT^ 11% nt-^ tel apR aiRite 

^TvJTRf aitey tefcT ^ yR^ ypy vsicn t. ted ^pmanf^ftsSt iRi site 

3iR i R<M 3Ttey y5t sfR ^ ^ 3itey tet y?t arj*# ter 

ter. tet te y5t te yte ^ afitei dft 11% ^ yte^rrait 

^ te y^ tet y5l cyy^ y5l t, ^ yiten ^ 

'Sm ^[tei aifctRyrT sitey ^ teteR dy ^ tem ^ ^tete ^ teiRter ^ y^t^ 
md t, yuRteid yR^ y5l ater te yR i y^yy?!, ^ yte^rraft ^ 
^ teR RR^ te f 3fR ^ sTFimc^-terttet ^ yfcite yff t, yftte tecr yriy 





L^m—■^^4] 


•iK^ <^>1 


n 


U ' HlR l d ^ t ! aiRlRW, 3PR ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ra>R €Z|H ^ snf t, ^ ^ c^i^^01 ^1 3R^M 1^>JIT VJUCTJ t eft 

^3^ m t sfk 3Rl ^ 

^ ^ 1^ HR ^ te ^raJcTT ti wraf^ ^ RiJiiR^f! ^ 3if«R 

<^loH ?tHT 1 - 


(xv) ^ ^ ai^TOH ^ ^ cfTHcT yfe Rl^idl y>T 

^ y^cHi erwr 3o% y>t ^ w y>t y>^ ^ 

vjmpft I y^ H? HPRT ^ ^ f^^P^^T ar^HR 3flg*n^ #? y^ apn% ^ 

ti W ^ f^^c i q^ i ^ argyif^ ^ ^ arflj^ arf^f^ ^ '^rpr ti 

aily | R<w, ?Tcr ^ wHcR ^ Rwat y^ ^P#ycT ^ yy ^Hurh. 
M ^ R?c*y^ %y Hy 3F^;HRt ^1 ?iite H#f 1^ w t. yy ^ uhr 

?tnT I ’ft arto ygR^ h? t fft> ^rhct: H?iyfR y^^ yrfii^^ ^ 5fftBm 
ft y?cft m u 4 )<hii cfTHcT yMcT hr yy ^ w ygcH> hr ^ 

ft) H^ f I ?H ^ aRFqr c\m ^ ai^HR 3nHiRH> y^^ 

ft H^ft Hft ^ ^RT i\ ^RkTT t I 


(jcvi) 


Hij ^e^^y^fty t fft> yft 2000 ^ ^ y^ ayft^r ft ftrynM ^ y^ yy yny^aii^^^t 
H>r y^ (’kRy wm ^ aiRiRtw) ft i6% ftft ^ yft ar^nfft ftt h^ sft i fttynftt^t 
ft ^ w y^ anft w whiqh w t I hst w yerfft, y? aiRRift 
Hlff ^ ^R5R R> y^ yrR ft ^ ^fftHeT 3ny^ HH RHR y^c^ w #Tr yr^, 
ftrynyRT hh h^Jch? y^ HScyyy Ri^Pe 6. M'H M'< yH^'«aii4'Hici <»>i 


t fftHR HjRT t I fftyrr nft y? 2 pJ hhrt nff hihf rht 


yrffty fft> y? yrift^^ vtynftt^ ft y^ yft any^ ^ wr ft yfttyyy t I h? 
ym ^ yfHKfT t ftrynift^ yft ftl^ yyf ft yRyftH ^ uny. rh ynnry yifttey ^ 
htr hh yyRH, furft yfty ^ tiifeci f^yr «nft yicrr ft, hjt Pihcki lft>Hi hur 
ft ! vriynftt^t ^ y^cHJ hji yryft tftyr w ft. yyfl^ y? ynyyaaft#^ ^ 
arfftR^r 1 [ftfciyn ft arift^ yft yrfft^ hrt ^ y?^ ^ ht^ ftyr ft yHRR 
^ftyy ^fftHR ft i 


^y y?ft Rjyr w ft. HHRy.2000 ft Rrt yyi yRftyn yny^Tanftftt^^ ft yft 

ft HR ft ^ 1 ft 4 ft fftyfRy yft ft 16 % ^ ft fciy yifttffty (awfy) ar^nfit ftft 
afty ^ ftt 3 ?^[Hfft ftft ft 9 cfpj^ ^yft w fttffty ft 1 ^ oiR ft y^ 

|y„ ftynft^t ft yyy w ^ ft Rry ^ ym H>ft ^ t% y^ ftft 
ftHH ?H ftRpft yy RyR Iftyr yyr ft 1 H)ft hh yyiy yRRH hh cRhh 12^ 

t ftHTI 


y? ^ac^^fty ft fft y^cH? ft ^ cnHcT/yRRH aiiftfty Ryflr ?rt airayy^ yyy yys 
ftt yft ft. yftfft ciRcr Rny^ ai^Hiftt afly ft ftyR ffty yy ft 1 aiR l R<w 

aifftfty (araf^r yftHHft cfrh afty artom ft ari^ ^ anspcR yjg^ ftyR arafft ftt 
yRifft yy Iftyr yyyyT afly amft w (aiyfy yft 2008 ft yrfti) ft tftycr ffty Rift 

Hift y^cH> ft yiftte Iftyr Riyyr 1 
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^i) 


^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ TTFFTT #TT ^ 2000-01 

% 2004-05 xm ^ 31^ ^ nri 3lfcltoT i> ^>m 

236.71 ^ ufcmif^ cf^ t ) srfrri^, i; ^ ^ ^ 

w ^ 2005-06 ^ 3ii^ ^ ’ft t i ft 

'HHiiftwH, fwRT^ ft ^rfftrtraf 3fk ^ ^if aiRraiigff ^ 

3|iq«ijcncn ^ ft, ^ '(<91 vJiHl Wlfft^ j 


11 . 




qf^wa : afk ^cw cfjr^ x\^ sifi tftr? ^ ^ m nrtor^ Tl^auft^ 
^ nn ^ cT^5?TR ^R?iT ft ) ^fi?fti?t?T #^11 cFP v^TqTOii^'iftcft ^ ^ 

^ Wf ft TTcF^ ft ! 


12 . 1 . 

^ ft?! 


3 ^ ^ ftqcIT 31^ ^ ^ ^i?ftiftcT 3T1^NJ^ ^ ^ 3 ^ 

fftRT^ TTfft ^ yito^ sm vjTmr ft, rit ftg?iT srafft 

ftl ^illMftt ! 


12 . 2 . 

HIR ft >(<9^ 

^ SIRR ^ 

Mt(|'< ^ 'H4|cn 


FTcftf^, qft %RTT 3m% 3 ^ fftsrfRcT nft ft, ftf ^ ^ zjft 


fq % ^ M\*\^ ft cTERT qRf^Rlijl ^ 3?#T fftfft^ sfk 3FinFft 

jftw ^ ’R ft, wf[f^ ^ TTm^ TR RmtRcf ^ ft! 

t, ^ ^FFFH3nft>^RT aifttaTrf 'Hq(^ oiMia/l^-dilii y^d cP^ ^ ^^ftteTT 

ft I 


13. 

311^^5^ %tT 




ir^ fft^nfftM ^ ^ 3.2.8 ^ 3r^ ^ ^ 

1^ ^ ?n^ ^ 30 fft^T ^ 8mfft wm fttft ^ yiTiftt ftr vjinjTTT i 


3T. MfPKdK, 3?«*T^ 
[1WH /iMv/143/05/^. ] 




[^m— 
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fclPr^ ^ aFT?f 

Pfcfw g 4 



ai ^-1 

cITQ ^ 

2000-01 2001-02 2002-03 

2003-*04 

2004-05 

2005-06 M06-07 2007-08 




694.899 943.928 


1 

Trai^TT OTg 

WgSFcFT ^ SIR! 

18/486 

28,946 


Tjg aRi ^ aiRf 

1,679 

2,281 


3RI im 

17 

19 


3n77 

20,182 

29,246 

11 

vlMW)? ^ICl»1 dlM^ 

1,786 

2,578 


M^ICI’T Tjg HrlWf 

748 

807 



253 

271 


gi^enlt ^csgm 

88 

98 


W7RI a^eR 

484 

532 



407 

1,171 


>HmR| Qfl^lcl 

198 

198 



174 

184 


jraicPT vTq^ 

3,9% 

3,966 



205 

220 



0 

0 



6,309 

10,025 


%~irgTcH <jc«ier'H 

259 

327 


ara 

310 

310 


ggsi qg ^Eqftom . 
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TARIFF AUTHORTTY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOnFKATION 
Mumbai, the 3rd August, 2005 


No. TAMP/15/2005-NSICT.— In ejKrdse of thepowers conhsrred by Section 48 of the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby jwo motu amends the Scale ofRates of Nhava- 
Sheva international Container Terminal Limited/as in the Order tqipended hereto. 


TARIFF AUTBORTTY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
CASE NO. TAMP/1S/2005-NSICT 


ORDER 

(Passed on this 22rd day of July, 2005) 


This case relates to suo motu review of tariff of Nhava-Sheva International Container 
Terminal Limited (NSICT). 


2.1 At the time of commencement of its operations, the NSICT had proposed to adopt the 

(then) existing tariff levied by the Jawaharlal Nehru Port Tnjst (JNPT). The proposal was approved and 
a separate Scale of Rates for the NSICT was notified vide this Authority’s Order dated 5 December 
1998. 


2.2. Subsequently, after about IVz years of operations, the NSICT submitted a proposal for 

tariff revision formulated bas^ on Its own estimated costing and volume of traffic. This tariff application 
was disposed of by this Authority through its Order passed on 7 November 2000 by granting an 
increase of 16% over the pre-revised rates. The decision to allow the tariff Increase was based on 
analysis of the estimated cost and financial position furnished by NSICT for the years 2000-01 and 
2001 - 02 . 


2.3. The tariff so fixed at the NSICT In November 2000 had fallen due for a review In 

November 2002 following the two year tariff validity cycle then adopted. A communication was, 
therefore, sent to the NSICT on 3 October 2002, and again on 10 December 2002, with a request to 
expedite submission of its proposal for a review to this Authority. NSICT did not respond to either of the 
letters. 
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2,4. The existing Scale of Rates of the NSICT was fixed by this Authority vide Order dated 7 

November 2b00. The decision of this Authority to fix the tariff then relied on an analysis of the 
estimated cofet and financial positions of the NSICT for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02 as presented by 
NSICT. It is noteworthy that the NSICT furnished a traffic projection of 4,93,450 TEUs for 2000-01 and 
5,79,803 TEUs for the year 2001-02 which were relied upon in the November 2000 tariff revision 
exercise. 


2 . 5 . ■ As per the then prevalent guidelines adopted by tariff regulation in February 1998 by 

TAMP, this Ajjthority generally allowed a tariff validity cycle of 2 years. The relevant portion read as 
under: i 

“35. ! It is advisable to revise the tariff once in 2 years to provide for stability to ports and to 
I the trade. For good reasons, the ports, private operators, or even port users must be 
I able to propose revision ahead of schedule". 


While issuing the tariff Order on 7 November 2000, analysis of the financial projection for only 2 years 
was made as given by NSICT so that the tariff to be fixed would also remain valid only for 2 years, as 
per the guidel nes. 


2 6 ■ Information on the actual volume of containers handled by the NISCT was collected 

from the Annujal Administration Report of the JNPT for 2001-02. The actual traffic position for 2002-03 
was obtained from the JNPT. It is found that the actual traffic handled by the NSICT during the year 
2000-01 and 2001-02 and 2002-03 varied widely with reference to the projections given by them at the 
time of tariff revision in 2000. A comparative position of traffic estimation furnished at the time of the 
last tariff revisjon and the actuals achieved for the corresponding period is given below; 


1 

i 


Traffic in TEUs 


Particulars 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

Trj 

N£ 

rev 

iffic projection furnished by the 
ICT at the time of the tariff 
ision In November 2000 

4,93.450 

5,79.803 

6,50,000 

Ac 

NS 

JN 

:ual containers handled by the 
ICT (as obtained from the 
PT) 

6,94,899 

9,43,928 

12,01,119 

Va 

riation (in %). 

41% _ 

63% 

85% 


2 7 ; It may be relevant here to refer to para 9(v) of the said tariff Order of this Authority 

which is reprocjuced below: 

“9 (v) i The traffic and income projections furnished by the NSICT have been relied upon for 
I this analysis without any modification. This has become necessary in view of the 
I limited period of the NSICT operation and the non-availability of data from any other 
i reliable sources to test and validate the estimation. If this approach seems to have 
’ given undue advantage to the terminal operator, at the time of review during the next 
I revision of tariffs, any undue benefit accrued to the Terminal Operator may be set off 
against the future revision in tariffs”. 
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2 8. The then existing rates were fixed considering a traffic volume of around 5.79 lakh 

TEUs. The actual traffic achieved by NSiCT in 2002-03 Is around 12 lakh TEUs. Even if no furt er 
traffic growth is presumed, there is no valid reason to believe that the present traffic level will drastica y 
come dovm in future. There was, therefore, a strong case for reviewing the existing tariff and the 
consequential issues. It is noteworthy that in the existing tariff, the fixed cost and return ^e spre^ 
over only on a volume of about 5,79 lakh TEUs whereas they should have been allocated over the 
traffic based on 12 Lakh TEUs which was the level of performance since 2002-03. 


2 9 In this backdrop, this Authority decided in September 2003 to advise the NSICT to ^ 

its proposal for review of the existing Scale of Rates within 60 days. If no propel w^ 
within ^he stipulated time limit, it was decided to declare the approval given to 
withdra^ after giving a further notice of 45 days. In such an event, it was decided to initiate soo mofo 

proceedings to re-fix the rates based on the information available. 


2 10 The decisions of this Authority mentioned above were conveyed to the NSICT by 

Authority's letter dated 3 June 2004 and the NSICT was allowed time up to 1 August 2004 to file its 
proposal for review of the existing tariff. 


2 , 11 , The NSICT responded to this Authority’s letter dated 3 June 2004 vide its letters dated 

30 August 2004 and 1 October 2004. Instead of filing a proposal for review of its tariff, it made a 
request to continue the existing rates and objected to suo motu review of its tariff by tfiis Authority. It 
has also indicated that the proposed action is incongruent with the spirit of TAMP’s own current 
guidelines. The submissions made by the NSICT, inter alia, include the following main points: 


(i). Tinkering with its existing tariff may lead to destabilization of efficiency achieved by it 
by possible reduction in volume handled and loss of quality of service, etc., 

(II). Since there is no instability in NSICT, there is no cause for TAMP to review tariff merely ; 
because two years or more have elapsed. 

(iii) . The additional cost incurred by it to achieve the efficiencies, both on the capex as well 

as opex sides, NSICT Is well within its right to request TAMP to revise its tariff upward. 
However, looking to the interest of the nation at large and exporters, importers and 
other customers, NSICT has chosen not to request any increase of tariff. 

(iv) . The 1998 tariff guidelines adopted by the Auttiority do not have any statutory sanction 

and the Authority cannot review or revise the approved tariff on suo motu basis in the 
absence of statutory guidelines. 

(V) The Authority possibly can claim to be in a position to review the tariff as per Law upon 
passage of appropriate legislation on the tariff guidelines now under consideration by 

the Government. 

(vi). The existing guidelines for tariff fixation are under reylew by TAMP and Government 
and this exercise will have fundamental impact on their matter. 

(vil), Indian Private Ports and Terminals Association (IPPTA) has commissioned Ernest & 
Young to carryout an in-depth review of the draft guidelines. 


i 



(vjii). Review of the existing NSiCT tariff may be undertaken only after the guidelines are 

i finalized and approved and the results of the review by Ernest & Young are known. 


1 NSICT vide its letter dated 30 August 2004 raised issues regarding old guidelines 

T by *bis Authority. The Ministry of Shipping. Road Transport & Highways 

(MSRTH) has confirmed that in view of the explicit provision under Section 48 of Major Port Trusts Act 
1963, autf^rising this Authority to frame Scale of Rates from time to time this Authority can review the 
tanff of NSICT. Legal opinion sought had also confirmed this view. Further the revised guidelines 
which werei published on 31 March 2005 have fully clarified this issue. 

4.1. I This Authority in its meeting held on 20 January 2005 deliberated on the definite 
suggestions received from the legal counsel to await promulgation of revised guidelines by the Centra! 
Government before undertaking suo motu review of the tariff at NSICT. After checking up with the 
Government that it would finalise the guidelines without further delay, this Authority decided to await for 
revised gu delines till end of February 2005. In the meanwhile, however, this Authority decided to 
initiate proceedings for suo motu review of NSICT tariff. 

I 

4.2. Accordingly, a hearing was held on 17 March 2005 in the Office of this Authority and 
the NSiCT attended the hearing and filed a written submission dated 17 March 2005. The main points 
made by ths NSICT in its written submission are given below: 

(i) . The NSICT has continued with the existing tariff despite increase In costs and 

competition. Timing of the review is not appropriate given the uncertainty NSICT faces 
in the marl^et. 

(ii) . The revised guidelines for tariff fixation are expected to be announced by the 

Government shortly. The review of NSICT tariff without the revised guidelines will 
serve little purpose. 

j 

(iii) . The private terminal operators have not accepted the stand taken by TAMP in respect 

of treatment of royalty in fixation of tariff, since concessional agreements were signed 
prior to issue of the Government notification on royalties, in the case of Chennai 
Container Terminal Limited (CCTL) an out of court settlement was reached. The 
j Chennai High court has granted an injunction in the case of private operator at 

Tutlcohn Port in the subject matter. The Government and the terminal operator at 

! Tuticorin have not arrived at an agreement on this issue and an injunction of Chennai 

High Court still continues. The admissibility of royalty in the case of NSICT also needs 

to be resolved. The TAMP’s position in this regard, may be clarified to enable NSICT 
I to consider the position and take up the matter with Government of India for resolution 
! before NSICT filed tariff application or any rates are notified by TAMP. 

(iv) . The third terminal at JNPT is expected to commence operations around beginning of 

2006. Container Terminals have commenced operations at Mundra and Pipavav. The 
I Mumbai Port Trust {MBPT) has tendered for two offshore berths and it is expected to 

I finalise the award by 3 quarter of 2005. The CONCOR which is a monopoly supplier 

j of rail service is a 26% shareholder at the third terminal of JNPT. NSICT is dependent 
I .on CONCOR for attracting containers from the North India hinterland. The supply of 
I adequate trains by CONCOR to NSICT requires review once operations commence at 
I the third terminal to ensure that NSICT is not disadvantaged. Further, there is already 
I a large gap in the supply of adequate wagons by CONCOR which led to a major 

I congestion during the period of August 2004 to October 2004 which has resulted in 

I reduction in boxes. Without this complete picture of the impact of competition, it is 
impossible to project traffic and estimate revenue for any reasonable return. The 
I Authority cannot suo motu go by past trends of volumes handled by NSICT to arrive at 
the traffic projections and estimate cost and income, 
h 

(v) . I Any suo motu action by TAMP would harm NSICT and NSICT reserves the right to 

appropriate legal recourse notwithstanding its submission made here. 
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4.3. The NSIGT did not provide any information required for tariff review in its vwitten 
submission. When the representatives of NSiCT were told that the case would be closed for orders for 
want of information, the NSICT agreed to forward their audited annual accounts for the years 2000-01 
onwards, as filed with the Statutory authorities and sought time up 21 March 2005 to file further written 
submissions. 

4.4. The NSICT, however, did not fonward their audited annual accounts as agreed at the 
joint hearing. Vide its letter dated 21 March 2005 NSICT reiterated its submissions made earlier 
regarding review of its tariff. The submissions made by NSICT are summanzed below: 

(t). A review is uncalled for a variety of reasons which we have already stated in our 
various correspondence with TAMP. 

(ii) . The NSICT Is going to face enormous competition not only from JNPT but also from 

Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT). A review of tariff at this stage Is wholly unnecessary and 
unwarranted. 

(iii) . If TAMP has any empirical basis for a review of tariff, NSICT wants to understand the 

basis from TAMP and respond. 

(iv) . If the process to review the NSICT tariff is undertaken and orders are passed to notify 

the new tariff without regard to the clear cut and specif issues raised by NSiCT and 
without setting the basis for ttie conduct of review, any such notified tariff would be bad 
in law and against the principles of administrative law. 

(v) . TAMP is requested to desist from passing any unilateral orders without any specific, 

scientific and cogent consideration of Issues. For the purpose of review issues may be 
framed for consideration so that there can be meaning] heating. 

(vi) . If TAMP persists with review and desires to proceed with a review NSICT needs at 

least bu days time to put together empirtcai reasoning to deal with the position taken by 
TAMP. 

5. The Government of India announced the revised tariff guidelines. The revised tariff 

guidelines were notified on 31 March 2005. The NSICT had pleaded earlier that review,should be 
undertaken only after the revised guidelines are firmed up. Further, after foe joint hearing, the NSICT 
gave an indication that it would furnish details if time is allowed. Th^ft^, NSICT was allowed time 
upto 20 April 2005 for ^bmisslon of information required for review of the existing tariff vide our 
communication dated 4 April 2005. It was also indicated that this Authority might consider any request. 

If supported by any valid reasons, for some more reasonable time, if required, for providing any part of 
information provided whatever information readily available was fomished within the stipulated time 
limit. 

6.1. The NSICT, however, did not furnish any details to this Authority, Instead, foe NSICT 
vide its letter dated 19 April 2005 addressed to foe Ministry of Shipping, Road Transport & Highways 
(MSRTH) and endorsed to us stated that foe review of Its tariff has substantial impllcatforis for NSICT 
and requested for an appointment with foe Hon’ble Minister to highlight the difficulties reportedly faced 
by it. Further, the NSICT vide its letter dated 20 April 2005 intimated us that it has taken up the matter 
with the MSRTH and requested us to defer the matter till such a time the MSRTH advises its decision. 

6.2. This Authority at its meeting on 25 April 2005 considered the NSICT letter dated 19 
April 2005 addressed to foe Hon’ble Minister of M^TH and copy erfoorsed to TAMP and the letter 
dated 20 April 2005 addressed to Chairman fTAMP) and held foat the decision already taken for suo 
motu review of NSICT tariff remained unaltered, it was, however, decided to set up a joint hearing in 
which relevant major port users associations and JNPT should be invited to participate apart from 
NSiCT. 

6.3. In the meanwhile, foe NSICT vide its letter dated 21 April 2005, addressed to foe 
Hon’ble Minister of MSRTH and copy endorsed to us, requested foe MSRTH to Intervene in foe matter 
and advise TAMP to defer the tariff review of NSICT by at least 3 years. 
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7. j A joint hearing was set up on 10 May 2005 in the Office of this Authority, The NSICT, 

JNPT and other user organizations participated in the joint hearing and made the following 


submissions: 


hava-Sheva International Container Terminal (NStCT 


(i). TAMP Order of 2000 does not mention about 2 year validity. 

(jil). We do not wish to question the suo motu powers of TAMP. It is the discretion of TAMP 
to exercise its power in this regard. 

^ii). The market in this region is stable. Any alteration in our tariff would lead to instability. 

I TAMP should encourage investment and robust service to customers. 

awaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT 


I 

j). We agree that TAMP can suo motu review tariff for justifiable reasons. 

(|i). There Is no confusion that tariff validity period was two years earlier. 

I.. 

()ii). NSICT should have furnished Ihe information required by the Regulator. We advise 

j them to do so. But, LA does not have any provision enabling us to require them to 

provide information. 

(jv). We feel there Is enough justification to review tariff in this case. 

! 

umbal and Nhava-sheva Ship-agents Association (MANSA) 


(j). TAMP’s Order of 2000 does not mention two year validity. But it is to be seen in the 
j light of the general position and the guidelines prevailed then. 

(i). We request NSICT to furnish details so that an objective assessment ot tariff can be 
carried out instead of approximations and estimation by TAMP in the absence of 
reliable data provided by the Operator. 

(jii). While reviewing tariff, TAMP should also bear in mind that the operator should not be 
I discouraged to provide efficient service which will be detrimental to trade, more so in a 
j congested situation like the one prevailed at JNPT. 

(jv). We feel TAMP has powers to review suo motu and this is a fit case for review. 

(On 2 query by MSIGT reoardinq thp nxistinn ratAR the followino statement was 
i made) 

(|/). We do not have any problem with the existing tariff. But an objective assessment of its 
j continuance should be made. 

mbav Chamber of Commerce & Industry (BCCI 


{|). (a). As volume goes up, tariff is expected to reduce. 

i (b). New tariff guidelines allow 50% efficiency gain to be pass^ on to users. This 

j should happen in this case. 

(|i). NSICT, because of higher margins available at the existing tariff, may be allowing 

I discounts In tariff to selected users. But it should be available on common basis for 

i which the tariff should be reduced across-the-board. 


There is a strong case for review the existing tariff of NSICT. 
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Indian Merchants* Chamber (IMC^ 

(I). We do not question the suo motu review powers of TAMP. But, TAMP should 
generally act on the proposal of the port / terminal operator or the representation of port 
users. There should be some data support to review tariff. 

(ii) . The present situation at JNPT is smooth despite congestion due to larger volumes. We 

should not de-stablise and cause disruption of services to Trade by looking narrowly 
only on the tariff issue alone. 

(iii) . The Shipping Lines want handling cost to be reduced with Increase in volumes. But, 

this Is applicable to them also. They nev^ reduced freight or THC. 

Bombay Custom House Agents Association (BCHAAi 

(i) . TAMP should have the powers to review suo motu. 

(ii) . But NSICT is functioning smoothly. So, please defer review for time being. 

Container Shipping Lines Association (CSLA) 

(I). We are not going into the legality of review. But, there Is no provocation in this case. 
Neither the operator nor users have demanded review. 

(Ii). Without complete data available, TAMP should not embark on any review. 

(iii) . Such a suo motu review by Government or Statutory authority will send wrong signals 

to prospective investors. 

(iv) . We do not support any review of NSICT tariff now. But after the third terminal at JNPT 

commences, the position should be reviewed. 

Indian Nationai Shipowners Association flNSA) 

(i). The tariff at NSICT Is very high. It needs downward revision. 

8.1. Subsequent to the joint hearing, the NSICT, JNPT and user organizations filed their 

written submissions at our request. The summary of written submissions made by them are given 
below: 


Nhava-Sheva intemationai Container Terminal (NSICT) 

Review of NSICT tariff is not warranted for the following reasons: 

(i) . On account of additional capital investment brought in ahead of schedule and 

intemationai standard of efficiency in operations, NSICT has tumded more than double 
the throughput from a facility that was supposed to deliver 5,50,000 TEUs per annum 
as per cor>cession agreement with JNPT. 

(ii) . Shipping lines and trade have derived the following benefits: 

(a) . Faster average turnaround time of less than 12 hours excluding berthing and 

unberthing time. 

(b) . Average 24 moves per hour of crane productivity against 20 moves per hour 

required in the concession agreement. 

(c) . New direct services from NSICT to America / Eurt^ resulting in reduction In 

transshipment cost and quicker transit times. 
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(d) . Majority of the boxes received at the terminal are moved into CFS in the free 

period. No storage charges for trade. 

(e) . New lines started calling India and new options for Indian trade which has 

helped India's GDP growth of 8%. 

(f) . Reduction in shipping cost, reduction in inventories, reduction In shipping time, 

reduced damages, greater reliability. 

Despite increase In cost, NSICT has not applied for revision of tariff and continues 
with the existing valid tariff in the public interest and in the interest of the trade. A 
suo motu review is not warranted, as borne out by the users. 

The last tariff Order of NSICT does not specify any expiry date. It is Incorrect to 
presume that NSICT tariff is not valid or has expired. 

The present tariff is accepted by trade with respect to the quality of service and 
benefits already listed. Every party who attended the joint hearing complimented 
NSICT's services. MANSA represented that NSICT tariff was reasonable. 

Timing of review is not appropriate at this stage given the number of uncertainities 
NSICT faces in preparing and presenting a tariff application. 

Difficulties in estimation of future traffic volumes to be handled by the NSICT: 

(a) . 3"^ Terminal at JNPT from beginning of 2006. 

(b) . New container terminal at MBPT in 2007. 

(c) . Cargo will move out of JNPT to Mumbai. 

(d) . A more concrete picture needs to emerge from this competitive scenario. 

(e) . Suo motu review cannot be done by past trend of volumes handled by NSICT 

when Immediate future will be extremely divergent. 

(a). NSICT is facing the following escalating royalty payments: 


Month and Year 

Royalty per TEU 

(In Rs) 

July 2005 

615 

July 2006 

866 

July 2007 

1,194 

July 2008 

1,542 


(b). Royalty continues to escalate to a maximum of Rs.5,610 per TEU. 

(a) . 15% Return on Capital Employed envisaged by revised guidelines will be a 

myth for NSICT because there is no guaranteed return for the operator, if 
volumes fall. 

(b) . Competition is growing in western region and there is no guarantee of 15% 

Return on Capital Employed in the coming years. 

NSICT will be forced to discount its rates on account of growing competition. 
Application for higher tariff will not work in the competitive scenario. 

It is not fair to consider a single year of operations in isolation. It is necessary to 
consider the overall concession period with supply demand situation. 
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(xii). Supply of wagons by CONCOR: 

(a) . CONCOR is a monopoly supplier of rail services. 

(b) . CONCOR is a 26% share holder in the S'** terminal. 

(c) . NSICT is depending on CONCOR for contracting containers from the north. 

Already a targe gap In the supply of adequate wagons by CONCOR. 

(d) . Congestion during August 2004 to October 2004 resulted In ht^ cost to the 

trade. 


(e). When S'** Terminal commences, supply of adequate train by CONCOR to 
NSICT needs to be reviewed to ensure that NSICT Is not at a disadvantageous 
position. 

(xiii). No clear-cut direction on how efficiency will be retained and regulated in the new tariff 
guidelines. 

{xiv)i. Implications of tariff review; 

(a) . Market is very finely balanced now in terms of demand and supply. 

(b) . In the event of increase In tariff after review, large scale diversion of traffic to 

other terminals. 

{c). Other terminals are with poor infrastructure. 

(d). Additional cost to trade in terms of delays, congestion etc.. 


(XV). 


(xvi). 


(e). Reduction In NSICT tariff: 

NSICT may have no incentive to work at the increasing levels of 
efficiency and productivity. 

Higher cost to trade. 

Present tariff is working well for the operator and the trade. 

(i) . Suo motu action will upset the market balance and harm the trade 

tremendously. 

(ii) . Market balance may be preserved as requested by the users at the joint 

hearing. 

NSICT tariff may not be reviewed till 2009. 


Jawaharlal Nehru Port Trust (JNPT) 

(i) . Since the present tariff approved by the TAMP in November 2000 has been In foi^ for 

more than 4 years, TAMP has the full authority to review the tariff of Nhava-Sheva 
International Container Terminal (NSICT). 

(ii) . Since the actual throughput to be handled by NSICT is much more than the projections 

made by It, TAMP may take a view taking Into account actual throughput, interest ^ 
trade In terms of tariff, facilities provided by NSICT, the revised guidelines for tariff 

fixation etc., 
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Mumbai Nhava^Sheva Ship Agents Association (MANSAI 

(i) . Even though the Order of November 2000 does not explicitly limit validity of revised 

rates, the tariff validity cycle of two years for NSICT is implied. 

(ii) . TAMP has power to initiate suo motu review of the Scale of Rates without necessarily 

! requiring tariff proposals from terminal operators or request from port users for review. 

I 

(iii) . : Any objective Review of rate would require financial and operational information which 

; NSICT has not submitted inspite of request made by TAMP. The MANSA would urge 
[ NSICT to adopt a more positive and co-operative stance in its response. 


(iv) . MANSA has no objection or complaint on the existing Scale of Rates of NSICT and has 

j no objection to Its extension. 

I 

(v) . ! MANSA forecasts critical shortage of terminal capacity in Nhava-Sheva in 2005 and 

2006. 


(Vi). 


NSICT has performed efficiently in meeting the demands of Increased traffic with no 
increase in quay length or yard space. 


(vii). A review of NSICT tariff undertaken at this stage should take into account the serious 
capacity constraint. 

(viii). j The results should not Impede or impose disincentives on the NSlCTs ability to 
I manage the growth in traffic through its existing facilities. 

Bombay Chamber of Commerce & Industry [BCCD 

(i) . i TAMP has authority to take suo motu action on port / terminal tariffs if the situation so 

I warrants. 

(ii) . i Clause 3.3.2 of the revised guidelines for tariff fixation enables TAMP to suo motu 

j review its Orders, for good and sufficient reasons, following a normal consultation 
; process. 

(iii) . i In the interest of all parties, a simple, transparent and equitable system should be 

I adopted across the ports and terminals to review the rates every 3 years (clause 3.1.8 
I of the revised guidelines) in order to factor-in financial / cost changes obtaining in each 
! port/ terminal. This suggestion would apply to NSICT as well. 


Bombay Custom House Agents* Association fBCHAAI 


(i) . Role of TAMP is to:- 

Regulate tariff of major ports for the benefit of trade 

Create a level playing ground for ports and other players of the shipping 
industry. 

(ii) , I Suo motu proceedings are to be Initiated in exceptional and extraordinary 

* circumstances. 

(iii) . I Such extraordinary and exceptional circumstances be made transparent by a 

i notification to avoid any disturbance in the normal functioning of the ports / terminals 

i 

(iv) . j BCHAA understands that NSICT tariff is valid for two years even though it is not 

. i categorically mentioned in the tariff Order. The tariff should have a validity period in 

^ future. 
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(v) . TAMP has within Its jurisdiction to Initiate suo motu proceedings for revision of rates to 

safeguard interest of trade. However: 

NSICT Is out performing InspIte of larger volume and constraints to keep the 
frade in motion. 

Trade cannot afford inefficiency and non-performance by reducing tariff. 

Trade may benefit by reduction in tariff; but, trade will incur additional cost for 
constraints and inefficiency. 

(vi) . BCHAA strongly recommends to maintain the NSICT tariff at the current level till the 

commissioning of third terminal in JNPT. 

Indian Merchants* Chamber (IMC) 

(i) . IMC does not object TAMP’s power to review the existing tariff, but, review should be 

done after taking the trade into confidence. 

(ii) . Approved tariff should not be reviewed suo motu, unless port users / service providers 

seek a review. 

(iii) . Both NSICT and JNPT are handling one million containers a year each despite their 

capacity to handle not more than 1.2. million containers jointly per annum. There is no 
merit to review NSICT tariff at present. 

(tv). Third terminal at JNPT and off-shore terminal at MBPT would necessitate NSICT / 
JNPT tariff review around January 2007. 

(v) Shipping lines recover huge amount towards congestion surcharge and detention 
charges due to no fault of JNPT and NSICT but due to the inability of CONCOR to 
evacuate their containers from the container terminal. The trade learned an expensive 
lesson last year. 

(vl). Review of NSICT tariff would result in chaotic situation leading to flight of cargo to 
neighbouring ports besides shipping companies re-invoking congestion surcharge. 

(vii) . Downward review of NSICT tariff may seem attractive but would result in detention of 

vessels at JNPT and diversion of cargo to other ports. Hinterland of Mumbai will be 
deprived of container business. 

(viii). There is no justification for increase in tariff at present. 

(ix). With the commissioning of third container terminal and fourth container off-shore 
terminal, there will be reduction in transaction cost. 

Container Shipping Lines Association (India) 

(i). NSICT should be allowed to maintain its tariff at current levels: 

(a). NSICT or CSLA or the trade not asked for any change in tariff. 


(b) . 

(c) . 

(d) . 


NSICT working efficiently and providing the highest productivity standards in 
the region despite the constraints of berth length and land side space. 

NSICT has taken into account all factors including the future shipping scenario 
and competition and does not deem it necessary to approach TAMP for a 
change in tariff since 2002. 

It is not logical for TAMP to base its views on the cost and information 
submitted by NSICT in 2002 which are no longer relevant. 
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(ii). 


Encouragement to terminal operators: 


I (a). 
I (b). 

I 

i (c). 

i 

I (d). 


Shipping lines are keen to see that there is sufficient terminal capacity to cater 
to the anticipated growth of Indian market. 

Terminal operators should be allowed a decent return on investment to 
enhance terminal facilities through greater investments. 

Terminals with higher productivity need not be penalized by reduction in tariff. 

TAMP should balance the cost of the terminals against the need to attract 
more investors. 


i (e). The 3^*^ terminal project and 4*^^ terminal at Nhava-Sheva will depend on the 
I private Investors and operators. 

(iii). I Revised guidelines for tariff fixation: 

I The revised guidelines are recent one. Full implications of revised guidelines have not 
; been studied by all. 


(iv). 


Time of Review: 


j When the 3'^ terminal is operational, TAMP may take a view on the level of tariff to be 
I fixed - whether to equate JNPT or NSICT. 


(v). I Areas which require immediate attention and intervention of TAMP: 


(a). The very high marine charges at JNPT when compared to other ports In the 
region. 


(b). No progress on deepening of the approach channels at the port, which has 
resulted in: 

Increased pre and post berthing delays. 

Reduced turn-around of vessels. 

Not able to cater to larger vessels. 

Loss of business to other terminals of the region. 


8.2. I It is relevant here to mention that the NSICT in its written submission dated 11 May 

2005 requested this Authority, inter alia, not to review Its tariff till the year 2009. In order to consider the 
request made] by NSICT, the NSICT was advised vide our letter dated 30 May 2005 to furnish 
necessary cosj / financial details to substantiate its request. This Authority, however, had not received 
the requisite ditails from NSICT so far. 


9. I The Chairman-cum-Managing Director (CMD) of NSICT vide his letter dated 15 June 

2005 sought an appointment with Chairman (TAMP). Accordingly the CMD, NSICT met Chairman 
(TAMP) on 3o]june 2005 in the Office of this Authority and gave his written submission dated 30 June 
2005. The NSICT did not produce any tariff proposal supported by cost / financial details which are 
supposed to bp filed by them in terms of the decisions taken at the meeting held on 13 June 2005. 
instead, the NSICT had only repeated the same arguments made by it earlier. 


10. i With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of the 

case, the folioWing position emerges: 


(i). 


This Authority follows a cost based model with pre-determ ined rate of maximum 
permissible return on capital employed for fixation of port tariff. Cost which is allowed 
as pass through includes ail items of admissible expenditure like salary and wages, 
repairs, maintenance, depreciation, overheads etc. In case of the private terminal, a 
pre-tax return of equity of 20% was earlier allowed subject to capacity utilization which 
has subsequently been modified under the revised guidelines to 15% of the capital 
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employed. Tariff fixation follows a fotward looking model. Accordingly, traffic forecast, 
Income expenditure projection and estimated investment for the succeeding years 
within tariff validity period are considered. Quantum of tariff revision Is decided based 
on the estimated average deficit/surplus during the tariff validity period after accounting 
for all admissible costs and permissible return against the estimated revenue 
generation at the projected traffic level. 

Traffic forecast in tariff setting is significant since estimated revenue against which cost 
and return are set off is based on the volume of traffic. For same level of investment, 
the unit cost of handling varies \Mth different levels of traffic mainly because of 
distribution of fixed cost and return over the traffic base. If traffic increases, unit cost 
and hence unit tariff Is generally expected to go down, if no significant change in the 
investment level takes place. In an increasing traffic scenario at a port, if tariff is not 
periodically adjusted, the service provider ultimately earns more return on his 
Investment than the pre-determined level at the expense of the users who in such 
case, pay more than the regulated level of tariff otherwise required. 

(il). This Authority while allowing the existing tariff at the NSICT in November 2000 relied 
upon the traffic and income projections furnished by the NSICT without any 
modification, owing to the limited period of the NSICT operation and non-availability of 
data from any other reliable source to validate the projections presented before this 
Authority for its consideration. Even while relying upon the projections furnished by the 
NSICT. this Authority sounded a note of caution in 2000 itself that projections would be 
compared with the actuals at the time of the next revision of tariff and any undue 
benefit accruing to the terminal operator would be set off in future revision of tariff. 
Information on the actual volume of containers handled by the NSICT clearly show a 
wide variation with reference to the projections retied upon in the previous tariff fixation 
exercise. The rates fixed considering the traffic volume of around 5.79 lacs TEUs may 
not be relevant even when the actual level of traffic is in the region of 12 lacs TEUs. It 
is. therefore, necessary to. spread the cost and return over the revised traffic base. 
That being so, It is appropriate to review the tariff of NSICT fixed in November 2000. 
The argument that there is no Instability in NSICT because of tariff cannot be accepted 
for not subjecting for tariff review. Similarly a tariff to continue beyond the permitted 
period of two years will have to subject itself to costing review. It is also noteworthy 
that this issue was taken up with the NSICT only after the lapse of two years from the 
date of initial fixation i.e. after the expiry of tariff validity period. 

(iii). The NSICT has challenged the tariff validity period of two years adopted by this 
Authority. Its contention appears to be that once tariff is fix^ by the Regulator, it 
should be revised only at the option of the operator. It is important to review the tariff 
periodically at the end of the prescribed validity period because the validity period 
prescribed has a direct nexus with the period for >^ich estimates are considered in the 
previous tariff setting exercise. The NSICT tariff was fixed in November 2000 
considering the estimates furnished by NSICT for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02 and, 
therefore, they can be valid only till end of 2001-02. Clause 18.1 of the tariff guidelines 
of Feb 1998 cleariy mentions about the port pricing to be cost based with the assured 
rate of return. Since NSICT has extensively refered to these guidelines, they cannot 
plead their ignorance about the cost plus approach adopted. As a matter of fact, the 
tariff application dated 16 March 2000 filed by NSICT, which was disposed by this 
Authority through its Order of Nov 2000, was cost based supported by cost estimates 
for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02 furnished in the prescribed format. On the basis of 
the information made available, tariff based on cost plus approach could be fixed only 
for two years. The NSICT came up subsequently in March 2001 with a review petition 
challenging some of the decisions of this Authority contained in the tariff order of Nov 
2000. The statement made by NSICT at para 8 of the said petition Is reproduced 
below; 


“We believe that Authority should review each application for the two years 
period, as prediction and estimates for a 30 year period really serve no 
purpose in pricing decisions” 
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It is evident from the above that NSICT was not only aware of the two years validity 
cycle, but was also in agreement with the approach adopted by this Authority. That 
being so, it is not clear why NSICT did not approach this Authority at the end of the 
tariff validity period in October 2002 even with a request which was subsequently 
made for continuing with the existing tariff. It is intriguing why the NSICT, even after 
being reminded, refused to part with its cost and investment details which may 
] substantiate continuance of the existing tariff beyond tariff validity period. 


(iv). 


Even though the NSICT has subsequently changed its stand, it had initially questioned 
the powers of this Authority to initiate suo motu proceedings. This Authority has no 
doubt on the statutory powers available to it In this regard. In fact, Section 48 of the 
MPT Act makes it an obligation for TAMP to frame, from time to time, a Scale of Rates 
at which and a statement of conditions under which any of the specified services shall 
be performed by a Board or a person authorized under section 42. NSICT is a person 
authorized under section 42 and, therefore, this Authority has the power to review the 
tariff even suo motu. Clause 3.3.2 of the revised tariff guidelines issued by the 
Government as policy direction under section 111 of the Major Port Trust Act also 
I mentions about suo motu powers of TAMP. As a matter of fact, the orders of this 
Authority prescribing hourly berth hire charges, limitation of storage charges on 
abandoned containers, levy of penal interest on delayed payments, etc are results of 
suo motu proceedings initiated by this Authority. Recently, vessel related charges at 
the JNPT were reduced by 10% by this Authority in a suo motu proceedings. That 
being so, the NSICT cannot complain about being singled out for any discriminatory 
treatment. It is to be borne in mind that the decision to take suo motu action is the 
result of the NSICT’s failure to furnish necessary details to review the reasonableness 
of the existing tariff. The subsequent line of argument pursued by NSICT about its 
inability to estimate for future appears to be a lame excuse as it is difficult to believe an 
international operator like P&O will operate a facility without having a reasonable 
assessment of business atieast in the short term. From the proceedings of this case 
explained earlier in this note, it can be seen that time limit for submission of tariff review 
proposal by the NSICT were liberally set and adequate opportunity to furnish requisite 
details was also given. Its request to await revised tariff guidelines to be announced by 
the Government was also acceded to. The NSICT has chosen to ignore all the 
requests made and advices rendered. 


(V). 


The NSICT has only made mere statements on why its tariff should not be reviewed. 
Even after repeated requests, the NSICT chose not to furnish any cost/financial details 
required to assess the reasonableness of the existing rate. It is difficult for this 
Authority to accept general statements made on efficiency improvement, possible 
change in the competition scenario, etc without substantiating them with facts and 
figures. What is relevant for this Authority is primarily the cost and financial details to 
assess the reasonableness of the existing rates. While there can be other non-cost 
considerations for determining tariff, the basic frame work of cost plus approach 
adopted uniformly at ait the major port trusts and private terminals therein cannot be 
totally discarded in lieu of such considerations. 


(Vi). 


jSince the NSICT did not furnish actual cost / financial details, the Registrar of 
Companies (ROC), Maharashtra was approached to get the financial statements of 
NSICT. The ROC furnished a copy each of the Annual Accounts for the financial year 
|l998-99, 1999-2000, April 2000 to December 2000 and January 2001 to December 
2001. Since the Annual Accounts received from the ROC for the years 2000 and 2001 
|are on calendar year basis, no correlation could be made with the information available 
Which are on financial year basis. In the absence of any data made available by 
NSICT, this Authority is left with no alternative but to carry out the review based on the 
Information available and the details furnished by NSICT at the time of the last revision 
With suitable extrapolation and approximation. The analysis for the period 2000-01 to 
p004-05 has been done following the general approach adopted by this Authority for 
. review of tariff of private terminal operators. Since the revised tariff guidelines 
Announced by the Government came into force from 31 March 2005 and the revised 
guidelines prescribed a tariff validity period of three years, the cost analysis for the 
period 2005-06 to 2007-08 is made in terms of the said revised guidelines. For the 
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purpose of drawing up cost statements, the 30-year analysis furnished by the NSICT at 
the time of the last revision vide its lett^- dated 03 August 2000 is also referred to. 

(vii). Throughput for the years 2000-01 to 2003-04 considered in the cost statement for the 
purpose of analysis Is as reported in JNPT Administration Report. For the year 2004- 
05, the throughput considered is as reported by the JNPT. Considering the capacity 
constraints, there may not be any significant traffic growth at NSICT in future. Even 
though NSICT apprehends diversion of traffic with the advent of new terminals in the 
nearby area, considering the national level trend of growth in container traffic and the 
new terminals In the vicinity will take some more time to set up and stabilise, It can be 
reasonably presumed that there may not be any change In the traffic pattern at NSICT 
at least in the short run. If any substantial change in traffic takes place, it is open for 
NSICT to approach this Authority for a review. Throughput projections for the years 
2005-06 to 2007-08 Is, therefore, considered at 2004-05 level. 

(vili) Operating income Is estimated based on the average revenue realisation of Rs.3072 
per TEU. The average realisation per TEU is calculated based on the income 
estimation furnished by the NSICT at the time of 2000 revision and 16% increase 
allowed by this Authority. Trade discount considered by the NSICT in its cost 
statement during the last revision Is presumed to continue and hence considered for 
the purpose of this analysis. 

Income from storage charge is also computed based on the average realisation from 
storage charges, relying upon the estimates furnished by the NSICT at the time of the 
2000 revision. The estimated storage Income during the last revision considered a 
foreign exchange rate of Rs.48.31. The exchange rate as reported by the RBI as on 31 
March 2002 is Rs.47.55 and Rs.43.39 as on 31 March 2004. The current dollar rate is 
Rs.43.72 against Indian rupee. The average realisation of storage charges for the 
years 2002-03 to 2004-05 Is adjusted accordingly for the downward fluctuation in the 
exchange rate. The estimates of storage income for the years 2005-06 to 2007-08 is 
made keeping the same level of average revenue realisation of 2004-05. 

Other miscellaneous Income which are not significant is considered at the levels for 
relevant throughputs maintained by the NSICT in Its 30 years analysis furnished at the 
time of the last revision. 

(ix). Operating cost, is estimated as follows: 

(a). Equipment Running Cost: 

(aa) . Power cost: 

The per TEU power cost as allowed in the last tariff Order is 
considered, for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02 and the total cost in this 
regard is calculated with reference to the volumes. For the 
subsequent period, total power cost is calculated by allowing 6% 
escalation in the per TEU cost of power of the previous year as is in 
case of other major ports/ private operators. 

(ab) . Fuel cost: 

The per TEU consumption is considered as 5 litres as allowed in the 
last Order based on the estimates furnished by the NSICT at the time 
of the last revision. 

During the last revision, the unit fuel cost was estimated by the NSICT 
at Rs. 17.16 and Rs. 18.36 per litre for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02 
by applying an escalation factor of 7.02% over the previous year. No 
annual escalation was considered for the subsequent years in its 30 
years analysis furnished earlier by NSICT. The fuel cost estimated by 
the NSICT appears to be based on the fuel price prevailing at that 
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point of time. Since then there has been substantial change in the fuel 
price. For the purpose of this analysis, fuel cost is updated at Rs. 19.24 
for the year 2001-2002, Rs.21.34 for 2002-2003 and Rs.25.44 for the 
year 2003-04, with reference to the fuel price allowed in the recent 
tariff revision relating to Chennai Container Terminal Limited. For the 
year 2004-05 fuel cost is considered at Rs.28.24 based on the position 
obtained from one of the proposals relating to the MBPT. 

The estimates for the years 2005-06 to 2007-08 are made allowing 6% 
annual escalation in per litre cost over the respective previous years. 

(ac). Repair cost; 

Repair cost is estimated as percentage of equipment cost as 
considered by the NSICT during the last revision in 2000. 

Additions to equipment required to handle 7 lakh TEUS {estimated to 
be handled by the NSICT during the year 2003-04 in its 30 years 
analysis) is considered for the year 2000-01 itself since the NSICT had 
handled similar volumes In 2000-01. Similar updation has been made 
in respect of additions to equipment based on the 30 years estimates 
furnished by the NSICT and repair cost estimates are drawn up 
accordingly. 

Labour cost: 

The cost for the year 2000-01 is taken at the level estimated by the NSICT for 
achieving 7 lakh TEUs in the year 2003-04 with adjustment for moving ahead 
in the time scale. Annual escalation of 7,02% is allowed for the year 2001-02 
as done In the last tariff Order. For the subsequent years, 6% annual 
escalation in cost is considered over the respective previous year figures. It is 
noteworthy that the NSICT had not assumed any significant change in the 
number of employees with change in throughput. 

Royalty; 

As per the revised guidelines, in those cases where the bidding process was 
finalised before 29 July 2003, royalty / revenue share payable by the private 
operator to the landlord port is allowed as an admissible cost for tariff 
computation subject to maximum of the amount quoted by the next highest 
bidder. In the instant case, since it is st/o motu review of tariff, the entire 
royalty amount payable by the private operator to the JNPT is allowed as cost 
for tariff review exercise giving the benefit to the NSICT. Royalty for the years 
2000-01 to 2002-03 is considered as reported in the JNPT Annual Accounts. 
For the year 2004-05, royalty as reported by the JNPT is considered in the cost 
statement and for the subsequent years, royalty payable by NSICT is 
computed based on the rate per TEU prescribed in the Concession Agreement 
and the throughput projections. 

Property cost: 

The NSICT in its estimation had considered rental for its Mumbai office in 
dollar denomination and converted into rupee terms reckoning the variation in 
the exchange rate. For reasons explained in our earlier Order, the rental in 
dollar terms was not allowed and a rental of Rs.6 lakhs per month was 
considered. The property cost for 2000-01 and 2001-02 is considered as per 
the moderation done in our Order. In the absence of any information about any 
subsequent revision in the lease rentals, 6% annual escalation is allowed in the 
lease rentals and other items of property cost from the year 2002-03 onwards 
as done for other items of cost. 
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(e) . Depreciation: 

The depreciation as estimated by the NSfCT for the relevant year is considered 
and updated for additional investment envisaged to achieve the throughput 
projections. The depreciation rale considered by the NSiCT during the last 
general revision (reported to be bs per the Companies Act) Is considered for 
computation of depreciation on additions to the gross block. 

(f) . Equipment hire charges; 

The NSICT has hot considered any Increase under this head on account of 
increase in volumes except for escalation of 7.02% per annum for the years 
2000-01 and 2001-02. These estimates are, therefore, considered at the level 
estimated by the NSICT for these two years. For the subsequent years the cost 
is however, escalated by 6% per annum as considered for other items of cost. 

(g) . Miscellaneous Expenditure, Upfront fee and preliminary expenses write off: 

In the last tariff Order upfront fee (Rs.72 crores) was spread over the life of the 
project and preliminary expenses has been written off over five years. As per 
the general principle adopted (subsequent to NSiCT revision) preliminary 
expense is also to be written off over the entire project period. In the Instant 
case, since this Authority had allowed the methodology proposed by the 
NSICT at the time of last revision, the same approach is considered for the 
purpose of this analysis. The amortisation of miscettaneous expenses, upfront 
fee, and preliminary expense considered in the cost statement are as furnished 
by the NSICT in the 30 years analysis. 

(x). The Technical Service Fee paid/ payable by the NSICT to its promoter company was 
disallowed In the last tariff order and the same position is maintained till 2004-05. 

Hpwever, the revised guidelines for tariff fixation which came into effect from 31 March 
05, allows this Item to be admitted as cost in tariff fixation process provided the private 
operator establishes ‘arms length relationship’ of this transaction as prescribed u/s 92A 
of the Income Tax Act. It Is presumad that the NSICT will be in a position to furnish the 
relevant IT assessment Order to establish ‘arms length relationship' of the TSF 
payment made to its promoter company. Based on this presumption, the TSF as 
estimated by the NSICT is admitted as item of cost from the year 2005-06 onwards. If 
the presumption Is found to be wrong at the time of next review, the benefit allowed will 
be set off in future tenff. 

(xl). Capital employed is estimated considering the additions to the gross block required to 
achieve the simyar kind of volumes as estimated by the NSICT in its 30 years analysis. 
In short, the gross block as estimated by the NSICT during the year 2003-04 Is 
considered for the year 2000-01 since It has handled around 7 lakh TEUs in the year 
2001-02 itself (as against Its estimation to handle this volume In 2003-04). 

As per the 30 years analysis furnished by the NSICT during the last revision, the capital 
employed Is proposed to be funded by p^erence share capital to ti)e extent of Rs.130 
crores, and the balance by equity share holders fund and debt 
For the period 2000-01 to 2004-05; 

14% dividend on the preference share capital is allowed as considered during the last 
revision order. 

The balance capital employed is assumed to be tonded 50% by equity and 50% by 
debt for computation of return on Investment Pre tax return on equity is allowed @ 
20%. The cost of debt Is allowed at 10.5% In Itoe with the position maintairved by the 
NSiCT in the 30 years analysis. 
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For the period 2005-06 to 2007-08: 

15% Return on Capital Employed is considered for these three years in line with the 
I revised guidelines for tariff fixation. 

j ■ 

I (xii). During the last revision, the cost statement for the NSICT showed average net deficit of 
i . 15.61% for the years 2000-01 and 2001-02. Based on this deficit position, this 

Authority accorded 16% increase in container handling charges of the NSICT to cover 
this deficit. 

The cost statement prepared based on the assumptions explained above, indicate an 
j average additional surplus of 29% for the years 2000-01 to 2004-05 after allowing 

I maximum permissible return on its investment and admissible costs. This amounts to 

Rs.473.42 crores for the period 2000-01 to 2004-05. 

The accrual of additional surplus is on account of estimation error and the NSICT’s 
failure to come with its proposal for review of tariff on expiry of the tariff validity period. 

I This Authority while passing the 2000 Order has relied upon the traffic and income 

projections made by the NSICT. It may be relevant to mention here that our earlier 
j Order of 2000 specifically states that if this approach of this Authority has given any 

I undue advantage to the operator, at the time of next review, the undue benefit will be 

i set off against the future tariff. 

i 

I The NSICT has argued that as to how it is contented that they have got undue benefit, 

j It is clear from the discussion above, the substantial change in traffic has resulted in 

I increase in their income from the level considered while fixing the tariff in November 

j 2000. It is an undue advantage because the resultant accumulation is over and above 

the permissible level of return. It is noteworthy that the permissible level of return 
considered in tariff computation is not devised only for NSICT; it is applied uniformly at 

I ^11 f Ir^ fK/> An/H c>>r>K on onr'i imi ilafjnn '>c Iho nf aQ 

i mentioned earlier, estimation error and NSICT’s unwillingness to submit itself to a 

regulatory review at the end of the two year validity period. 

i 

I As per the Order of November 2000, the entire such benefit accrued in the past needs 

to be set off in future tariff. The revised guidelines for tariff fixation recently announced 
j by the Ministry, however, requires only 50% of such benefit/ loss accrued to be set off 

I in the next tariff revision cycle if the projections relied upon at the time of the last 

revision and the actual physical and financial performance varies more than + or {-) 
j 20%. As a result, only 50% of the benefit accrued in the past is considered for 

! adjustment in the revised tariff. This would answer NSICTs contention that additional 

income had accrued on account of increase in etticiency and additional investmeni. 
Even this adjustment is ordinarily to be made within the tariff validity cycle of three 
i years. However, in order to smoothen the impact of this adjustment, this Authority has 

j taken a liberal view and spread it over next five years i.e. till 2007-08. Incidentally, 

I even the NSICT states it will come for revision in the year 2009. 

! 

It is noteworthy that the additional surplus mentioned above does not take into 
consideration the benefit continued to accrue to the NSICT from April 2005 till 
] implementation of the revised tariff. 

i 

(xiii). Subject to the above analysis, a copy of the cost statement of the NSICT is attached as 
Annex-1. The summarised position of the results disclosed by this cost statement is 
as follows: 


Sr. 

No. 

Year 

Suipius(+)/Deficit (-) 
(Rs. In lakhs) 

Surplus ('i’)/Deficit(-) 
(in % of operating 
Income) 

1. 

2000-01 

(0364 

(-)1.80% 

2. 

2001-02 

7481 

25.58% 

3. 

2002-03 

14418 

38.79% 

4. 

2003-04 


34.91% 
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Sr. 

No. 

Year 

Surplus(+)/Deflclt (-) 
(Rs. In lakhs) 

Surplus(+)/Deficit(-) 
(in % of operating 
income) 

5. 

2004-05 

12581 

33.15% 

6. 

Total for 2000-01 to 
2004-05 

47342 

29.14% (Avg) 

7. 

2005-06 

14726 

38.8% 

8. 

2006-07 

11659 

30.7% 

9. 

Average surplus as % of operating income for 
the years 2005-06 to 2007-08. 

30.2% 


(xlv). The final revenue surplus position clearly points out that there is no case for any tariff 
increase, as claimed by NSICT (although not a formal tariff proposal supported by facts 
and figures) as Its entitlement \vhich it wants to forego in the interest of Indian trade. It 
is also clear that there is no justification for conceding the demand of NSICT to allow it 
to continue with the existing tariff which, If acceded to inspite of the huge revenue 
surplus position, will only amount to ratification of the additional surplus earned by 
NSICT in the past and permitting such a surplus generation to continue in future. That 
some of the users have expressed their willingness to continue with the existing rates 
cannot require this Authority to close its eyes to the additional revenue surplus 
generated by NSICT and particularly when this kind of approach finds no place in 
guidelines. Incidentally, some of the users who have expressed such a view are not 
representatives of importers - exporters >vho are ultimately affecled by the port tariff. 
Above a!!, if this position even after it has come to the notice so dearly is ignored at 
one private terminal, it could set a bad precedence and may give rise to demands for 
more than entitlement from other private terminals / port trusts. Whereas it would be 
difficult to accept as per guidelines. 


(xv). Strict application of cost plus principles followed for regulating port tariff wll warrant a 
reduction to me extent of approximately 30% in the exisiitiy idtiff of NSICT. But, it has 
to be recognised that the estimates constructed are based on approximations and 
assumptions. With the increasing throughput, there could be additional investment 
more than the levels assumed in this analysis. Further, the recently implemented 
government policy on concessions for coastal movement will have some impact on the 
revenue which is not captured in the estimates considered in this analysis. More 
importantly, perhaps for the first time in the history of TAMP, the users are not keen to 
reduce the tariff to the levels warranted by the cost plus approach, in view of these 
considerations, it may be reasonable to moderate the reduction in tariff otherwise 
necessary as per the cost statements. 


(xvi). It is noteworthy that the earlier tariff Order of 2000 allowed a 16% Increase in tariff 
(other than storage charges) to NSICT over the tariff of JNPT. TTie JNPT still 
continues to operate at the same level. Even though it may not be absolutely essential 
that both the terminal operators in the same port should have the sarne tariff level, the 
JNPT tariff level is an Important input virhlch is considered for reducing NSICT tariff. 
This consideration should not in anyway be construed to mean that this Authority 
accepts the tariffs at JNPT as ideal. It could be possible that the existing rates of JNPT 
may undergo a change when the port’s proposal for general review which is to be filed 
shortly, is disposed of. A reference is made to JNPT’s tariff because it is the wily 
container terminal in the country other than NSICT to handle annual volumes In excess 
of 1 million TEUs. 


As mentioned earlier, the revision effected In November 2000 is limited to amending 
(i.e.) allowing 16% InCTease in the rates prescribed in Sectirwis 1 to 4 of the Scale of 
Rates of NSICT and Introduction of Section 9 for allowing rebates. That being so, only 
these categories of tariff are considered for reductiai for time being in order to bring 
the tariff level to that of JNPT. The effect of this reduction will only be around 12.8% of 
the revenue. 
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It is noteworthy that reduction in tariff is not effected to the level warfanted by the cost / 
revenue surplus position because the cost statements have been framed with 

assumptions and approximation. The additlohal surplus {i.e. over and above the 
admissible cost and return) will be assessed at the end of the tariff validity period and 
will be set off in the tariff to be fixed for the next cycle (i.e, commencing from the year 
2008) 


(xvil). Even after the tariff reduction, it is to be recognised that the NSICT retains Rs.236.71 
Crores on account of the unadjusted additional surplus made for the period 2000-01 to 
2004-05. Tills apart, there is an accrual of additional surplus for the year 2005-06 till 
the tariff reduction takes effect prospectively. TTiese accumulations should take care of 
the possible tariff adjustment which may be warranted due to competition in future an 
apprehension made by the NSICT. 


In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of 
mind, this Authority amends the existing Scale of Rates of NSICT accordingly. The revised Scale of 
Rates of the NS CT to the extent amended is attached as Annex - II. 


"^2.1. i Following 3 year validity period, the revised tariff will be valid for 3 years from the date 

of its notificatiot^, after which the validity will automatically lapse unless it is specifically extended by this 
Authority. 


r®" the revised tariff is prescribed as 3 vears 

considering the fact that the cost analysis in this case Is made based on various assumptions and 

NSIctek"! circumstances, this Authority Is willing to take up the matter ihead-of 
schedule if NSIC|r seeks a review by furnishing all relevant cost / financial details required. 


13 
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A. L.BONGIRWAR,ChainDan ^ 
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ANNEX -J 

COST $TATE;MENT OF NHAVA SHEVA INTERNATIONAL CONTAtNER TERM<N ^|-1 IMtTPn 


Frnanctel years _Rstn lakhs 


Sr. No 

Particulars 

2000-01 

2001-02 

2002-03 

2003-04 

2Q04-0S 

2005-06 

ns in isKfi 

2006-07 

s 

2007-06 

1 

Througtiput in TEUs 

OPERATING INCOME 

694.69 

9 943,92 

8 1,201,11 

9 1,230.35 

5 1,232,47 

0 1,232,47 

a 1,232,47 

0 1,232.470 


Income from Container Handling 

16 48 

6 26.94 

8 34,28 

8 35.12: 

35,16 

a 35,18. 

3 35,18 

3 35.183 


Income from Storage and others 

1,67 

9 2.28 

• 2,85 

i 2,73- 

2.741 

J 2,741 

2,74 

0 2.740 


Other income 

1 

7 1< 

21 

2{ 

21 

2f 

2 

B 26 


Total Operating Income 

20,16 

2 29,24( 

37,17i 

37,88j 

37,951 

37,951 

37.95 

37,951 

II 

OPERATING COST 

Equipment Running Costs 

1,761 

2,57£ 

3,356 

3,803 

4,11' 

4.362 

4.62: 



Operating & Direct Labour 

74f 

607 

856 

907 

961 

1,019 

i.oet 



Maintenance Labour 

»: 

271 

287 

304 

323 

342 

36: 

■h 


Staff Welfare 

8i 

96 

103 

110 

lie 

123 

131 



General Operations 

484 

532 

598 

610 

817 

825 

627 



Royally 

407 

1,171 

1,647 

3,662 

4,562 

6,826 

10,053 

13.727 


Property Costs 

198 

198 

210 

222 

236 

250 

285 

281 


IT/Communications 

174 

184 

201 

219 

239 

260 

266 

273 


Operations Equip, Depn. 

3.98S 

3.966 

3,966 

3,968 

3.98S 

3.966 

3,986 

3.986 


Equipment Hire 

205 

220 

233 

247 

262 

278 

284 

312 


Technical Sevice Fee 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

643 

641 

637 


Sub Total (a) 

8,309 

10,025 

11,657 

14,090 

15,416 

18,714 

22,330 

26,418 


Non-operating Depredation 

259 

327 

328 

328 

328 

328 

328 

326 


Misc Eixp. 

310 

310 

310 

310 

255 

24 

24 

24 


Management & General Overheads 

660 

594 

634 

676 

722 

770 

622 

677 


Sub Total (b) 

1,129 

1,231 

1,272 

1,314 

1,304 

1,122 

1,174 

1,229 


TOTAL (11) (a+b) 

9,438 

11.266 

12.926 

15,404 

16,720 

19,935 

23,504 

27,647 

til 

SURPLUS! i-ll) 

10,744 

17,990 

24,246 


21,230 

mmmi 

14,447 

10,304 

IV 

Computation of Return 
(1) For the period 2001 -02 to 2004-05 
Preference Share Capital ( found nil in its 
Annual accounts) 


13,000 

13,000 

13,000 






Equity and debt considered in the ratio 1.1 





- 





of the capital employed after it being funded 
by the preference share 

30,453 

28.487 

26,255 

24,382 

22,389 





Eauity share holder funds 

Debt 

30,453 

28.487 

26.255 

24,382 

22,369 





14% dividend on preference shares 

1,820 

1,820 

1.820 

1,820 

1,820 





10.5% as the cost of the debt 

3,198 

2,991 

2 757 

2 660 

2 351 




' 

t 

20% Return on equity sih.-ire holders funds 
subject to debt /equity in the ratio of 1 1 of 
he capital employed aibvved for the year 
?000-0 l to 2004-05 

t 091 

5.697 

5 251 

4,876 

4.478 





rotal return for the period 2000-01 fc 
004-05 

IMO^ 

10,508 

1 

S.H2e] 

I 

i 

9.257| 

8.C49 

i 




♦ 


xna.GTia5--Ki 








































































55 


ANNEX - II 


Nhava Sheva international Container Terminal Llmiteci 

Amendment to the Schedule of Rates 


I. The existing tariffs given in Sections 1,2,3 and 4 of the Schedule of Rates are 
substituted with the following schedules: 

Consolidated charges for movement and handling of containers and containerised 
cargo. 

SECTION - 1 CHARGES FOR ALL NORMAL AND REEFER CONTAINERS 

A. Ship to yard / yard to ship using port crane. 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

2600 

1560 

40’ 

3900 

2340 

over 40’ 

5200 

3120 

ICD Container 



20’ 

2600 

1560 

40’ 

3900 

2340 

over 40’ 

5200 

3120 

Empty Container 

20’ 

2100 

1260 

40’ 

3150 

1890 

over 40’ 

4200 

2520 


B. Yard to CFS / CFS to yard - Transport and iifts at CFS 


Particuiars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

925 

555 

40’ 

1388 

833 

over 40’ 

1850 

1110 

Empty Container 

20’ 

925 

555 

40’ 

1388 

833 

over 40’ 

1850 

1110 


C. Yard to Rail / Rail to Yard for iCDs only 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

ICD Container 



20’ 

1300 

780 

40’ 

1950 

1170 

over 40’ 

2600 

1560 
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D. Yard to truck / Truck to yard 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 

20’ 

400 

240 

40’ 

600 

360 

over 40’ 

800 

480 

Empty Container 

20’ 

400 , 

240 

40’ 

600 

360 

over 40’ 

800 

480 


Note |: Normal containers are the general type containers, not falling under any special 
I categories mentioned subsequently. 

[ SECTION - 2 CHARGES FOR ALL TRANSHIPMENT CONTAINERS 
A. I 1-3000TEUS 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

3000 

1800 

40’ 

4500 

2700 

over 40’ 

6000 

3600 

Empty Container 



20’ 

2600 

1560 

40’ 

3900 

2340 

over 40’ 

5200 

3120 

3001 - 6000 TEUs 



Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

2800 

1680 

40’ 

4200 

2520 

over 40’ 

5600 

3360 

Empty Container 

20’ 

2400 

1440 

40’ 

3600 

2160 

over 40’ 

4800 

2880 

6001 - 9000 TEUs 



Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 

20’ 

2600 

1560 

40’ 

3900 

2340 

over 40’ 

5200 

3120 

Empty Container 



20’ 

2200 

1320 

40’ 

3300 

1980 

over 40’ 

4400 

2640 
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D. Above 9000 TEUs 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 

20’ 

2400 

1440 

40’ 

3600 

2160 

over 40’ 

4800 

2880 

Empty Container 

20’ 

2000 

1200 

40’ 

3000 

1800 

over 40’ 

4000 

2400 


Note: 1. A transhipment container Is the one which is discharged from one ship, 
stored In the yard and transported through other vessel. 

2. A container originally declared as transhipment container, subsequently 
moved by rail or road will lose its identity as a transhipment container 
and shall be treated as normal import container and prescribed charges 
as applicable shall be payable. 

SECTION ~ 3 CHARGES FOR ALL HAZARDOUS CONTAINER 


A. Ship to yard using port crane. 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

3000 

1800 

4U' 

4600 

2700 

over 40’ 

6000 

3600 

ICD Container 



20’ 

3000 

1800 

40’ 

4500 

2700 ' 

over 40’ 

6000 

3600 

Transhipment Container 



20' 

3000 

1800 

40’ 

4500 

2700 

over 40’ 

1 - -J 

6000 

3600 


B. Yard to CFS - Transport and lifts at CFS 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Ckxitainer 

20’ 

1000 

600 

40’ 

1500 

900 

over 40’ 

2000 

1200 


C. Yard to Rail for ICDs only 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

ICD 

20’ 

1500 

900 

40’ 

2250 

1350 

over 40’ 

3000 

1800 
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D. Yard to truck 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded 



20’ 

500 

300 

40’ 

750 

450 

over 40’ 

1000 

600 


Note: A container containing hazardous goods as classified under I MO is a 
hazardous container. 


SECTION - 4 CHARGES FOR ALL OVER DIMENSIONAL CARGO CONTAINERS 
A. j Ship to yard using port crane. 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded 



20’ 

5200 

3120 

40’ 

7800 

. 4680 

over 40’ 

10400 

6240 

ICD 



20’ 

5200 

3120 

40’ 

7800 

4680 

over 40’ 

10400 

6240 

Transhipment 



20’ 

5200 

3120 

A At 

-70AA 

/I OOA 


f uuu 

‘tUUU 

over 40’ 

10400 

6240 

Empty 



20’ 

4200 

2520 

40’ 

6300 

3780 

over 40’ 

8400 

5040 


^4 /^ce 

t i %. OIIVI lll^^ \#l w 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

1850 

1110 

40’ 

2775 

1665 

over 40’ 

3700 

2220 

Empty Container 

20’ 

1850 

1110 

40’ 

2775 

1665 

over 40’ 

3700 

2220 
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C. Yard to Rail for ICDs only 


Particulars 

Foreign>going (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

ICD 



20’ 

2600 

1560 

40’ 

3900 

2340 

over 40’ 

5200 

3120 

Empty 



20’ 

2600 

1560 

40’ 

3900 

2340 

over 40’ 

5200 

3120 


D. Yard to truck 


Particulars 

Foreign-going (In Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

800 

480 

40’ 

1200 

720 

over 40’ 

1600 

960 

Empty Container 



20’ 

800 

480 

40’ 

1200 

720 

over 40’ 

1600 

960 


Note: Containers carrying over dimensional cargo beyond the normal size of 
standard containers and needing special devices like slings, shackles, 
lifting beam, etc., are termed as over dimensional cargo containers. 
They also include damaged containers and other types which require 
special devices. 

II. The existing condition No.9 under General notes is substituted with the 
following; 

“9. With the prior permission of the NSICT authorities, rebates shall be 
applicable to port users for carrying out various operations with their 
own arrangements. The rebates applicable along with conditions are as 
follows; 

(i). If ship’s own gears are u^d for loading / un-loading containers 
from shore to ship or vice versa, rebates in handling charges 
shall be allowed as under: 


Particulars 

Rebate (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

600 

360 

40’ 

800 

480 

over 40’ 

1200 

720 

Empty Container 



20’ 

600 

360 

40’ 

800 

480 

over 40’ . 

1200 

720 
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(ii). If a port user employs his own Tractor Trailer (T.T) for 
transporting containers from 

(a). Quay to container yard. 


(b). container yard to quay 
a rebate in handling charges shall be allowed as under: 


Particulars 

Rebate (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

300 

180 

40’ 

450 

270 

over 40’ 

600 

360 

Empty Container 

20’ 

300 

180 

40’ 

450 

270 

over 40’ 

600 

Ml --— ---- 

360 


(iii) . If a port user provides the labour for lashing / un-lashing 

operations of containers, a rebate of Rs.30/- per container shall 
be allowed in the handling charges. 

The rebate shall be limited to the number of containers actually 
lashed. 

(iv) . If a user brings his own equipment for lifting containers from the 

container yard to truck and vice versa, the following rebates in 
handling charges shall be allowed: 


Particulars 

Rebate (in Rs.) 

Coastal (in Rs.) 

Loaded Container 



20’ 

250 

150 

40’ 

375 

225 

over 40’ 

500 

300 

Empty Container 

20’ 

250 

150 

40’ 

375 

225 

over 40’ 

500 

300 


(v). No rebate will be admissible for back to town containers handled 
by private equipment. 
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